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(t«T uarmu vft off vrc) *rmr mwrc si Rwi ws f ark (ur 'crmwi sit utf sn) 
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UTOT OurfspT UTXftU 

*u3v[ 

Sfflmfl, 7 WOT, 1680 

^jo ictto 2484 -^rrf" 1 fssfss 4 TPfr>r w hututh iff <i 4 i 

% ftp K^ff, 1980 if vu RtS! HHT ^ fkbT ^ 

f^ftT 1 fi^rMt^OTT mreftT it Hwffa- 

■jrrr »i; urrTtftf'TCn %rrrvr fOTrf, vlir, hthIhtv 

ufOT, tpf° («w) ftro-fi90 503 srfafafiOT 

iftiftiw, 1951 ?r«n' ftiflff sra w^fari xthC 

fHqkH SOTl Tf Tit ’(ft aRTrl Sf SfifTH 1% n ) 

tfrr, Htfi HufiSVlT H, H?T W? tjHRf faq IT 
<ff 'tf'Tift TO nH'SHO'T % fspt Vtf TTOT OTtrt Ffe#PtnPT qfl 

fflnrr *fk, faqfa-f nra>i <?r if? T <fr mnm ?f nqr | fa 
^f% tfW VH WRSWdf ^ fi7<7 Ttf TOW iff HfRtf^if 

n^r: u«r, SrE ufafaipt *n jit?! io-t % smTif if foster 

trnffir hw ait sKiftr^ir fa-frvrH fiFTt Tit wh? % 
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fa*f) <*ff h<8 '*• iff f*nfl xm vt fafn4 hat *mr famr qfTre 
$ hot ^ 3ft^ ifk £pf $ flv* th wrinT r?f Hnctw if iAh 
Wt TJHPifh ip fW>T fTtfifT StfSTT STTCTI | I 

[Tf o SpH*-HT°H°/ 16 / 80 ( 8 )] 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 1980 

SO. 2484. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Tharayilthan Kesava Pillai, Panjikkattu Veedu, 
Bhaianicavu South, Pallickal P.O., (Kerala), Pin-690503, a 
contesting candidate for general election to the Houso of 
the People held in January, 1980 from 1 6-Mavelikara Parlia- 
mentary Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses at all as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Tharayilthan Kesava Pillai to be disqualified for being 
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chosen as, and for being a member of either house of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State for a period of three years Lorn the date of this 
order. 

[No, KL-HP/ 16/80(8)] 

wikr 

lffawft, 8TOITO, 1680 

248*: — Tto, falfar Whffa IT HTTOTT TTT 
| far opiBpft, 1980 if 5T %T?r fannr hht 3: faro trngTOT farcf- 
ft $ fahf ii3-^?frf) farafiT-^F It xjttf tt?t 
if) pTOFT rfafaFFh, «frfaw 8THH, sMWfaflrfW, iffaft, faFt 
itfrifa (fcr?r) rfm; Rfafafarr Ffatfarmr, 1951 tutt rojffa 
•rmi hb; famf bht xfafsra xrfa ffa*ri^r toOt it ik ft Jtft 
tnfaw ir<T *r vttt I, 

tfk, *ra:, tjRB tjwfritTn: ?r, ^Jr ftoi? ^ftt fat ufa «tt 

ft wfy HTTWTT % fafa Vlf 7TTO FFHT TVtifafa 

fan & tflr, farafar srpfw «5T ir? vft hhtott ?t m t 

fat tiro w WW1 if: fan ^rf Tufa 7TTO tp nfarfan 

nft 

w: tw, «ra; Ffnfanrir ft trrcr i o-*e i) f^fft *r faptfap 

FraVr to; 4) fawn rfTfamr i) wi ]: far)) f\ 

hit ^ mr farfl tew iff faraTT tmr fhtt Praw 'rft'nr % 
wtw ^ itfa wk jfa I faq pi rrfaw ^ trrffa Jr nffar *rJ 
it iranftr $ fan ftncfipr <fafam iron t 1 

[no itmr-faToto/i 13 / 80 ( 22 )] 

ORDER 

Now Delhi, the 8th August, 1980 

S.O. 2485. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Vijayan Govindan, Thoppll House, Ampallorkuz- 
hiel, Konni, Quilon District (Kerala), a contesting candidate 
for general election to the Kerala Legislative Assembly held 
in January, 1980 from 113-Konni Constituency, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses at all a» required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission Is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shn Vijayan Govindan to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Slate 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. KL-LA/1 13/80(22)] 

Wfalt 

iffawfa, 11FTTO, 1980 

VN «n° 248 6:—^:, ftFfar xrfafa it hftutt ^ mr 

t 1980 if faranr tht $ fapr ht ur t farf. 

% fafa 1 2 6-tnfabjTT farefar-tfo & SJTTT Sfaif U«jfa- 

nr «fy Tifo tfaiwT jw, faro fain ski firfnj iffa, tjjmr, 
inkrijr ¥PTT 0 (fm) rifa JifafafaPT Wfarfam, "1951 trrr 

T^lflT FTIF ipr farqrtff ffTTT ifaftw Ipfa fap rfa RT wpff IT ftt 

tfa ^wt Fifarr ikf Jr fhfh f ; 

trlt, FTP, 3Tf) TwffTTl < T, pupp fatf srfa Tr 
ift wvft if FtreFrrr % far^ vrf it pt F«rrr 
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fawr rifa fmrfar Ffafar it tk ft fttott ?r to |fa ; rw 
tto FtrsTOT % fart[ qrfar nrro tt prrr'lNw Ffr 
% 

m: fw, xrfhfam ^ um 10 - 1 ? % Jr fmtfar 
pfafar t»w^iRr «f) »fao irfarrorT ft m< % faff) tfi 
FTT ^ TT faff! ?m ft farfiTT TUT fafaTET TfaTT f TTTO 

ft sffa Ffa % farr w Ffar if) mfr* Jr Tit tT ft 

ITFTTfa 1: farr fanfip FtfaPT w | 1 

[5« TRF-faoFo/125/80(23)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1 1th August, 1980 

S.O. 2486. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri V, Kochassan Kunju, Kizbakkemannarazhikathu 
Veedu, Muttakkavu, Kannanalboor P.O. (Kerala), a contesting 
candidate for general election to Kerala Legislative Assembly 
held in January, 1980 from 125-Eravlpuram Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after the notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri V, Kochassan Kunju to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. KL-LA/125/8(XEJ)] 

xtrifaT 


*T° Stic 2487 : — *m:, farfar wrafa it FTTffTT ?) TTT 
| fa irmlr, 1980 Jf famr tft $ faro TTtrnyr frnrf- 

TT Tl fafa 125-0,<l<frjriT fmriFT-% Jr =5TFT FfT nJf Ijwffa- 
itt ft $0 iwifa-r, «frfaqK Tr|, ‘fafarf-farr farfa, r iu Ti yr r 
ttto, i^tTlT (%tf) fifar srfarfafsw xrftrfam, 1951 tft 

F8TT rpl faPrifl 3T7T ifaflHT XPTT fapfaFT TOtff IT iTf 
JWT TTfaF IRJt Jf FTNRT T| ([ ; 

fak, m. yrtft'PTrr T, vJt jitT'P ^rrr far ftT tt 
* ft xppft w XTHTfaTT % fartr rrf 1TTF Trim wfllfaT Tip 
fm |, Fk famfar wnffa it tfr rrTTqTr |t mir | faurfar 

TTTT w W1WTT id fafa 1^ TTfar 1TTT TT TOfaVfalW Tfff 

FT: W, TT? Ffafam ifa TTTT 1 0-1? % XPTTTTO if falfad’ 
FFTfa OT4JI <1 T1R «ff TFTfaTT IT FTTT ^ fafrifa »ff TTT 

i: tt firff rm ft farnr fft F«m fararr Tfarnj $ 

^ Ffa Fk ^ fffa ^ET FfaW iff TTffF Jr cftT if) 
Tmrfq- f fan* farifar Fffara wr | 1 

[Ho ^TT-faoTTo / 1 2 5/ 8 0 ( 2 4) ] 

ORDER 

S.O, 2487 Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 

that Shri K, Vamadevan, Thoppil Veedu, Thekkevila Cherry, 
Eravipuram P.O-, Quilon (Kerala), a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Kerala Legislative Assembly held in 
January, 1980 from 125-Eravipuram Constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election exepenses at all as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 
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And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the faifure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no £Ood reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri K. Vamadevan to be disqualified for beinij chosen as, 
and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. KL-LA/125/8<X24)] 

Wtftlt 

WTo SfTtJ 24 88: — TOt, fTOfftft WTOfa 8ft TOTOK ?ft TOT 
| fa TOTOt, 1980 if ifi ftTW faqTft TOTT $ fatf OTtITTO fftftf- 
TO ft: faft i25-tnT"ffSTO fTOfaft-OTT ft ^TOft *TSft TOft ftrftfa- 
ftir «ft wro/fre, TOfaw to, dniftiftf-fr topo, 

wlftfa (fttw) ftfa afttfafiro wfafroa, I9S1 tot 

toth an froftr jttt wftftre tow frotro «nff art ftif ftr fter 

fttfaft ft TOPFrT Tft ft ; 

Wfa, an:, ftTfi TOTOTOTT ft, 3ft TOftftr *fTOT fTO TOft TO 
ftV TOflr to wttowt ft \m ftTft arrro sttot cp€f8reft qftf 
faro ft, ftYr fftnftro wrefa to ay ft! totstpt ?t tot ft fa 
to% are to wttotot ft fair «rrf aafar toto to reralfroa 

to; tur, aw wfafare aft BTOT i o-qr ft tojtoto if frofro 
dfara totjpt a a; «ff TaraiftFro roreftre ftt tto % fare) ft) 
ttto ft at fare! tto to from am wtot fatrre afta^ ft tow 
aft wft fth fftft ft fatf to a fan aft ?rrft<j If ara ^ aft 

TOaraftr % fair faafaf fttftre tost ft i 

[Tfo %TO-ftr«>ao/ 125/80(25)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2488. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Umayanloor Shamsudalin, Varuvil Thundu, Umaya- 
nalloor P.O., Quilon (.Kerala), a contesting candidate for 
general election to the Kerala Legislative Assembly held in 
January, 1980 from 125-Eravipuram Assembly Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Umayatialloor Shamsuddin to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being a member of either House of Parlia- 
ment or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. KDLA/125/8CK25)] 

srrfa 

nftfafft), 16TOW, 1980 

Too «T° 2489: — TO, fTO?TO TOftfa ift W T tIH ft TOT 

ft fa reroft, 1980 ft mi ftw frore tort ft fan tootto frot- 

TO ft: farr 2-TOTOPffa frofTO-fta ft fllft TOT 3rfttTTTT 
ft) fto toto, gq^r ftr° uffar ft: res, 

TTTOT‘ifa-670121 (ftTO) ftfa srfftfftfuw WffffftTOT, 1951 
TOT TTJHta TOUf TO. fftTOT) 5TTT TOfthT WTO fTOTTO ^Ti TO 
ft) ftWT TOfiiW <wft ft WTOTO tft ft, 
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wlr, to: Tffi TOfttTOK ft, TO tow ^tott far aift to 
ft) wTOt pa wwjt ft: fftu ftV£ totot wtot twHtot aftt 

fair ft, wtr, fTOlTO wfafa TO TO ftr TOTHTO iff TOT ft fa TOft 
Tre TO WHTOETT ft: fan TOfar TOTO TO TOfatfaw 

ft, 

TO: TO, wfNfaqw ftrf SET 10-q: ft: TOtm ftfretWp 

wrehr htosto «fi ftio qft TO? ft: faftf ft! hto ft: 
trr faftf ttot ift fTOre trer wqar fqtrrq tItto ft: ttto aft 
wift fftr fttft ft: fan to wfair qft uto ft qla aft ifr areiafa 
ft; faq farfjja ftiffta toto ft i 

[fto "CTO-faoTTo/2/80(26)] 
wrftwft, 
sftfttT,war affta 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16th August, 1980 

S.O, 2489. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri K. Krishnan, S|o Kunhiraman, Opposite J. B. Mandir, 
Pilikunnu, Kasaragod-670121 (Kerala), a contesting candi- 
date for general election to the Kerala Legislative Assembly 
held in January, 1980 from 2-Kasamgod Constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri K. Krishnan to be disqualified for bein|; chosen as, and 
for being a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years, from the date of this order. 

{No. KDLA/2/8CK26)] 
By order, 

DHARAM VIR, Under Secy. 
qftfftTOT, 18 TOW, 1980 

TOO Too 249 0: — Wfa trfftfftfftW wfftfftTOT, 1951 8ft 

TOTT 106 ft: TOJtfTO ft fftstTO TOfPT, 1980 8ft fTOfan flftf 

fto i ft faro tot uto rrorowr, faftft, 8;r roftw 23 wt, 
1980 8U WTftvr UTOPTO 8^TO ft I 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI 
ELECTION PETITION NO. 1/80 

Shri C. M. Stephen, 

9, Ralsina Road, New Delhi. . .Petitioner, 

Versus 

Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee, 

7, Safdarjang Road, New Delhi. . . Respondent. 

Election Petition Under Section 81 of the Representation 
of the people Act, 1951 praying that : 

(i) that the election of the respondent, the returned 

candidate, be declared to be void, and 

(ii) that the petitioner may be allowed the costs of the 

petition against the respondent. 

This the 23rd day of May, 1980. 


ftTW 8ft TTTO8T : fftWWT 27, 198o/WrP(8ft 5 1902 
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CORAM : 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.S. CHADHA. 


For the petitioner. . Mr, A. 1. Sen, Sr. Advocate with 
Mr. D. D. Chawla and Mr. O. L. Chaudhary, 

Advocate. 

Mr. R, N. Mittal, 

For the Respondent. .Mr. Shanti Bhushan, Sr. Advocate 
with Mr. R. P. Bansal, Advocate Mr. D. P. Gupta, 
Advocate. 

JUDGMENT ; S. S. CHADHA, J. 

This order will be treated as in continuation of the order 
of April 22, 1980 determining the preliminary issues and it is, 
therefore, unnecessary to re-state the substance of the pleadings. 
The material controversy raised in the election petition is 
the subject matter of issue No. 7. 

ISSUE NO 7. 

Whether Shri Madan Lai Khuramt in the service of the 
Government at the relevant lime and belonging to 
the class ot gazetted officers 7 If so, whether the 
election of the respondent is liable to be declared 
as void on the grpund of corrupt practice under 
section 100(lJ(b) read with Section 123(7) of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1931 ? O.P.P. 

Shri Madan Lai Khurana (for short Shri Khurana) was 
returned at the election of 1977 to the Metropolitan Council 
for DeDii constituted under the provisions of Delhi Administra- 
tion Act, 1966. He was appointed as an Executive Councillor 
by a notification, dated Juno 24, 1977, Ex. P-5, published in 
the Delhi GazetLe Exti aordinary of Friday, June 24, 1977. He 
was functioning as an Executive Councillor at the referred 
time of the lasL Parliamentary election. Section 40 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred 
to as the Act) permits a candidate at an election to appoint 
in the prescribed manner any one person other than himself 
to be his election agent and when any such appointment is 
made, notice of the appointment has to be given in the pres- 
cribed manner to the returning officer. Rule 12 of the Con- 
duct of Election Rules, 1961 prescribed the procedure for 
appointment of an election agent. It provides that any ap- 
pointment of an election agent under section 40 shall be 
m&Ie fa Form 8 and the notice of 14 on appointment shall 
be given by forwarding the same in duplicate to the returning 
officer who shall return one copy thereof to the election agent 
after affixing thereon his seal and signatures in token of his 
approval of the appointment. There is no doubt that Shri Atal 
Behari Vajpayee, the returned candidate (for short the res- 
pondent) made the appointment of Shri Khurana as the elec- 
tion agent in the prescribed manner. The certified copy of 
Form 8 in the records of the Returning Officer, New Delhi 
Parliamentary Constituency is Ex. P-2 and its English trans- 
lation is Ex. P-2/T. It contains the nomination by the res- 
pondent of Shri Khurana as the election agent and the accep- 
tance of Shii Khuranq. The original letter of the Returning 
Officer, New Delhi Parliamentry Constituency, Ex. P-3, es- 
tablishes that the application of the respondent in Form 8 
was presented to the Reluming Officer on December 31, 
1979 and a copy was returned thereof. In para 8(a) of the 
election petition, the allegation is that the respondent obtained 
the assistance of Shri Khurana, a person belonging to the 
class of gazetted officers in the service of the Government, 
for the furtherance of his prospects in the election (i) by 
appointing him as an election agent, and (ii) by involving him 
in the conduct of election compaign. In the corresponding 
paragraph of the written statement, there is a specific denial 
of the allegation that Shri Khurana was a person belonging 
to the class of gazetted officers in the service of the Govern- 
ment but the respondent has omitted to traverse the other 
material allegation in sub para (a) of para 8 of the election 
petition. It is also not disputed even at the Bar that the 
respondent had appointed Shri Khurana as his election agent 
at the election and this appointment is valid in law. 

Under Section 100(1 )(b) of the Act, the High Court has to 
declare the election of the returned candidate to be void if 
the High Court is of the opinion that any corrupt practice 
has been committed bv a returned candidate or his election 
agent or by anv other Derson with the consent of the returned 
candidate or his election agent, Under Section 123(7)(a) of 
the Act. the obtaining or procuring or abotting or attempting 
to obtain or procure by a candidate or his agent or, by any 


other person With the consent of a candidate or his election 
agent, any assistance (other than giving of vote) for the fur- 
therance of the prospects of that candidate’s election from 
any person in the service of the Government and belonging 
to the class of gazetted officers shall be deemed to be a 
corrupt practice for the purposes of the Act. By virtue of 
Explanation (2), for the purposes of Clause (7), a person shall 
b e deemed assistance in the furtherance of the prospects of 
a candidate's election if he acts as an election agent of a 
candidate That explanation raises a statutory unrebultable 
presumption that the obtaining of the services of Shri Khurana 
when he acted as the election agent of the respondent would 
be deemed assistance in the furtherance of the prespects of 
the respondent’s election. Shri Shanti Bhushan, the learned 
counsel for the respondent, however, during the course of 
arguments, attempted to raise a plea that Shri Khurana did 
not in fact act as the election agent, I have already referred 
to the pleadings in which an allegation was made of obtain- 
ing the assistance of Shri Khurana for the furtherance of the 
prospects at the election by appointing him as an election 
agent and by involving him in the conduct of the election 
compaign and the admission by doctrine of non-travensc. 
In Para 7(d) of the election petition, an allegation is made 
that the result of the election was materially affected by the 
appointment of Shri Khurana as an election agent and by 
his functioning in that capacity. In the corresponding para of 
the written statement, it is denied that the result of the elec- 
tion has been materially affected by the appointment of 
Shri Khurana as an election agent or by his functioning in 
that capacity as alleged or otherwise. There is thus an implied 
admission to the appointment of Shri Khurana as the elec- 
tion agent and his functioning in that capacity. At the time 
of framing of the issues, the counsel for the respondent did 
not claim the issue that Shri Khurana though was appointed 
as the election agent by the respondent, yet in fact did not 
act as the election agent. It is for these reasons that the issue 
is confined to the determination of the vexed question whether 
Shri Khurana was in the service of the Government at the 
relevant time and belonging to the class of gazetted officers. 
The trial of the election petition proceeded on the basis that 
Shri Khurana assisted for the furtherance of the prospects 
of the respondent's election by acting as the election agent 
of the respondent. The only ingredients to be established to 
bring home the charge of the commission of corrupt prac- 
tice are (i) that the obtaining of the elections is from any 
person in the service of the Government, and (ii) belonging 
to the class of gazetted officers. 

T may now consider the true nature of the office of the 
Executive Councillor held by Shri Khurana in order to deter- 
mine whether he was in the service of the Government at 
the time he acted as the election agent of the respondent. 

The structure of the Government for our country is detailed 
in the Constitution of India. Parts V, VI and VIU of the 
Constitution of India lay it down for the Union, the States 
and the Union Territories specified in the First Schedule, res- 
pectively. It is broadly divided into three departments, the 
Executive, the Legislature aDd the Judiciary, The Consti- 
tution of India has not, however, recognised the doctrine of 
separation of powers in its absolute rigidity but the funcl ions 
of different parts of the Government have been sufficiently 
differentiated. The Executive power of the Union is vested 
in the President and is to be exercised by him either Jirectly 
or through officer subordinate to him in accordance with the 
Constitution (Article 53). The executive power of the State 
vests in the Governor and is to be exercised by him either 
directly or through officers subordinate to him in accordance 
with the Constitution (Article 154). Subject to the provisions 
of the Constitution, the executive power of the Union ex- 
tends to the matters with respect to which Parliament has 
power to make laws except that unless expressly provided 
in the Constitution or by any law made by Parliament, the 
executive power does not extend to any matter in the con- 
current legislative list (Article 73). Similarly, the executive 
power of the State is made co-extensive with its legislative 
power, subject, however, regarding matters in the concurrent 
legislative list to the executive power expressly conferred bv 
the Constitution, or by any law made by ihe Parliament, 
upon the Union or the authorities thereof (Article, 162). The 
exercise of the executive power of the Union is the function 
of the President and in order to aid and advice him, the 
provision is made in Article 74 that there shall be e Council 
of Ministers with the Prime Minister at the head to aid and 
advice the President who shall in the exercise of his functions, 
act in accordance with such advice. Under Article 75, the 
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Prime Minister is to be appointed by the President and the 
other Ministers are to be appointed by the President on 
the advice of the Prime Minister. The Minister hold office 
during the pleasure of the President. Bofore a Minister enters 
upon his office, the President administers to him the oath of 
office and secrecy. A Minister who for any period of six 
consecutive months is not a member of cither House of 
Parliament ceases to be a Minister at the explanation of that 
period. The salaries and allowances of Ministers are such 
as Parliament may from time to time by law determine and 
till then, they are as speoificd in the Second Schedule. Pro- 
vision is also made for the conduct of the Government of 
India’s business in Article 77. All executive action of the 
Government of India is expressed to be taken in the name 
of the President. Orders and other instruments are to be 
authenticated in such a manner as may be specified in the 
Rules to be made by the President. The President is also to 
make Rules for the more convenient transaction of the business 
of the Government of India and for the allocation among 
Ministers of the said business. Articles, 162, 163 and 166 
contain mutatis mutandis same provision for the Council of 
Miniscrs to aid and advice the Governor in the exercise of 
his functions, except in so far as he is by or under the 
Constitution required to exercise his functions or any of them 
in his discretion. 


It may not be possible to frame an exhaustive definition of 
what executive function means and implies, Ordinarily, the 
executive power connotes the residue of governmental func- 
tions that remain after legislation and judicial functions are 
taken away, The executive function comprises both the deter- 
mination of policy as well as carrying it into execution and 
includes the initiation of the legislation, the maintenance of 
the order, the promotion of social and economic welfare, the 
direction of foreign policy, in fact the carrying on or super- 
vision of the general administration of the State. By reason 
of Article 298, it will also include the carrying on of the 
trading operations, the acquisition, holding and disposing of 
property and the making of the contract for any purpose 
f“Raj Sahib Ram Jamaya Kapur and others V. State of 
Punjab". 1955(2) S.C.R. 225], 

Tn the limted backdrop of the above provisions of (he Con- 
stitution and the extent of the Executive function, the ques- 
tion to be considered is whether the Prime Minister and other 
Ministers or the Chief Minister and the other Ministers arc 
persons in the service of the Government. One cannot forget 
that in our country there is a responsible system of Govern- 
ment both at the Centre and in the States. The candidates 
contest elections on their affiliation to a particular political 
party and may be returned. There is unwritten convension 
that the leaders of the party which commands the majority 
in the House is entrusted with the task of forming the Govern- 
ment and the Ministers are generally the leaders and are chosen 
from the party. When the Ministers occupy the position fhev 
form political part of the Government When appointed as 
Ministers, they occupy a dual capacity, In one capacity, the 
Ministers aid and advice the President or the Governor, as 
the case may be, in the exercise of his functions. The Presi- 
dent as well as the Governor is the Constitutional head. As 
pointed out by the Supreme Court in “Sbamshar Singh V, 
State of Punjab and another", A.I.R. 1974 S.C. 2192, the 
President as well as the Governor is the Constitutional or 
formal head. The President as well as the Governor exercises 
his powers and functions conferred on him by or under the 
Constitution on the aid and advice of the Council of Minis- 
ters. save in spheres where the Governor is required by or 
under the Constitution to exercise his functions in his 
discretion. Wherever the Constitution requires the satisfac- 
tion of the President or the Governor for the exercise by 
the President or the Governor of anv power or function, the 
satisfaction required bv the Constitution is not the personal 
satisfaction of the President or Governor but the satisfaction 
°f me President or Governor in the Constitutional sense in 
the Cabinet system of Government, (hat is, sntisfaction of 
his Council of Ministers on whose aid and advice the Presi- 
dent or the Governor aencrallv exercises all his powers and 
functiontions. The decision of any Minister or officer under 
Rules of business made under any of these two Articles 77(3) 
and 166(3) is the decision of the President or the Governor 
respectively These articles did not provide for any delega- 
tion, Therefore, the decision of Minister or officer under the 
niles of business is the decision of the President or the 
Governor. In other words, the President or the Governor 
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acts on the aid and advice of the Council of Mmisteis and 
the Prime Minister at the head in the case of the Union and 
the Chief Minister at the head in the case of States in all 
matters which vest in the executive whether those functions 
are executive or legislative in character. Ministers while acting 
under Rules of business are carrying out the executive func- 
tions, not as persons in service of the Government, but as a 
part and parcel of the Government. 

Jn their capacity as leaders of their party, the Ministers 
have to explain to the electors the policies and programmes 
which they seek to enforce. A Minister merely by reason 
of his office would not suffer from any disability either to 
contest at the next elections or to assist for the furtherance 
of the prospects of the party candidates election or to ask 
the electors to vote for them who are pledged to support 
those policies and programmes. This was the view taken by 
the Andhra Pradesh High Court in "Javalakshini Duyamma V. 
Jnnardhan Reddi”, 17 E.L.R. 302 with which I am in res- 
pectful agreement. 

Reliance was placed by Shri A, K. Sen, the learned counsel 
lor the petitioner on "Imneror V. Shiv Nath Banarjee", 
A.I.R, 1945 P C. 136 wherein it was held that "so far as it 
is reievent in the present case, their Lordships are unable to 
accept the suggestion by counsel for the respondent that the 
Home Minister is not an officer subordinate to the Governor 
within the meaning of Section 49( 1 ), and so far as the deci- 
sion in “Emperor V. Amendra Prasad". I.I..R., 1939 Calcutta: 
decides that a Minister is not such an officer, (heir lordship 
are unable lo agree with it”. The Privy Council in that case 
considered the provisions of Section 49 of the Government of 
India Act, 1935 which provides as under : — 

"The Executive authority of a province :.ii,,'l be excused 
on behalf of his Majesty by the Governor, either 
directly or through officers subordinate to him." 

What the Privy Council lays down in that case is that the 
Minister is an officer subordinate to the Governor, but from 
that it does not of necessity follow that a Minister is in the 
service of the Government (“Laljibbai Jodhabhai Bar V. 
Vinodchandra Jathalal Patel”, A.I.R. 1963 Gujarat 297), In 
that case, a candidate had appointed the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Chief Minister of the State of Gujarat as his 
election agent and utilised his services for furtherance of the 
prospects of his election. The question arose whether lhat 
candidate was guilty of any corrupt practice under Sec- 
tion 123(7) of the Act, It was held that Parliamentary Secre- 
taries in the State of Gujarat form part of the Government 
and they cannot be regarded as being in the service of the 
Government within the meaning of Section I23C 7 ). In 
' Rustam Satin V. Dr. Sampoornanand’ 1 ’. 20 E.l.R. 221, the 
Allahabad High Court held that a Minister cannot be held 
to be a Government servant, tn “Amirchand V. Surendra Lai 
Jha and others”, 10 E.L.R. 57 the Election Tribunal, Nagpur 
held that Ministers arc officers appointed by the Governor 
but they arc in no sense servants of the Government, and the 
rules requiring Government servants to refrain from taking 
part in election propaganda or in any other way assisting 
a candidate in an election, do not apply to them. In “Triloki 
Singh V. Shiviajwati Nehru", 16 E.L.R. 234, the Election 
Tribunal, Lucknow, after referring to the provisions con- 
tained in the Constitution relating to the Council of Ministers 
in Ihe Stale expressed that the Ministers themselves constitute 
the Government and it is obvious that a person cannot be at 
the same time be a master as well as a servant. In “Mast Ram 
V. Iqbal Singh”, 12 E.L.R. 34, Ihe Election Tribunal, Amritsar 
held that the Ministers are not persons serving undei the 
Government of any State and then can be canvasfing by them 
in the support of a candidate. Tn "Kartick Chandara Rout V 
Bijoy Krishna De” 1962 Doabia E.L, 282, the Election Tri- 
bunal, Balasore expressed the view that Shri Nehru’s assis- 
tance by addressing election meetings cannot be said to be 
an assistance of a person in the service of the Government 
for the furtherance of the election prospects. 

Originally, the States of (he Indian Union were of three 
categories as enumerated in Parts A BAC of the First 
Schedule of the Constitution. Article 239 of the. Constitution 
related to the administration of Part C Slates and provided:—- 

“Subject to the other nrovisions of this port a State 
specified in Part C of the First Schedule shall be 
administered by the President acting, to such extent 
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us he thinks fit, through a Chief Commissioner or 
a Ft, Governor to be appointed by him or through 
the Government of a neighbouring State ” 

As a result of subsequent amendment of the Constitution by 
the Constitution (Seventh Amendment) Act, 1956, there are 
now only two categories of States comprised in the Indian 
Union, namely, (1) State, (2) Union Territories. Article 239(1) 
now reads as under : — - 

“Save as otherwise provided by Parliament by law, every 
Union Territory shall be administered by the Presi- 
dent acting, to such extent a s he thinks fit through an 
Administrator to be appointed by him with such 
designation as he may specify." 

The Part C States Act, 1951 was repealed after the enact- 
ment of the Constitution (Seventh Amendment; Act, 1956, 
but the making of such, a law in respect of some of the 
Union Territories was envisaged by the Constitution (Four- 
teenth Amendment) Act, 1962 by insertion of Article 239-A. 
It was proposed to create Legislatures and Council of Minis- 
ters in the Union Territories of Himachal Pradesh, Manipur, 
Tripura, Goa, Daman and Diu and Pondicherry broadly on 
the same pattern of the scheme which was in force in some 
of the Part C Slates before the reorganisation of the States. 
Article 239-A conferred legislative power on the Parliament 
to enact laws for this purpose. The Government of Union 
Territories Act, 1963 was enacted to provide for Legislative 
Assemblies and Councils of Ministers for the Union Terri- 
tories of Himachal Pradesh, Manipur, Tripura, Goa, Daman 
and Diu and Pondicherry. Section 3 provides for the Legis- 
lative Assemblies for these Union Territories and their com- 
position. Section 4 lays down the qualification for member- 
ship of Legislative Assembly. Duration of Legislative Assem- 
blies is provided in Section 5. Provisions aro contained for 
the sessions of the Legislative Assembly, prorogation and dis- 
solution. Speaker and Deputy Speaker of Legislative Assembly, 
right of Administrator to address and send messages to Legisla- 
tive Assembly, rights of Ministers to speak in, and otherwise 
take part in the proceedings of the legislative Assembly, dis- 
qualifications for membership etc. Section 18 provides that sub- 
ject Ho the provisions of that Act, the Legislative Assembly of a 
Union Territory may make laws for the whole or any part of 
the Union Territory with respect to any of the matters enu- 
merated in the State list or the concurrent list in the Seventh 
Schedule to the Constitution in so far as such matter is appli- 
cable in relation to Union Territories. Section 44 provides that 
there shall be a Council of Ministers in each Union Territory 
with the Chief Minister at the head to aid and advice the ad- 
ministrator in exercise of his functions in relation to matters 
with respect to which the Legislative Assembly of the Union 
Territory has power to make laws except in so far as ho is 
required by ot under that Act to act in his discretion or by 
or under any law to exercise any judicial or quasi-judicial 
functions. Under Section 45, the Chief Minister is to be 
appointed by the President and the other Ministers are to be 
appointed by the President on the advice of the Chief Minis- 
ter. The Ministers hold office during the pleasure of the 
President. The Council of Ministers are collectively responsi- 
ble to the Legislative Assembly of the Union Territory. 
Before a Minister enters upon his office, the Administrator 
is to administer to him the oath of office and secrecy accord- 
ing to the forms set out for the purpose in the First Schedule. 
A Minister who for any period of six consecutive monlhs is 
not member of the Legislative Assembly of the Union Terri- 
tory, ceases to be the Minister at the expiration of that period. 
The salaries and allowances of ihe Ministers arc such as the 
Assembly may from time to time by law determine and 
unless the Legislative Assembly so determines, arc to be 
determined by the Administrator with the approval of the 
President, Under Section 46, the President has to make rules 
for the allocation of business to the Ministers and for the 
more convenient transaction of business with the Ministers. 
These provisions in the Government of Union Territories Act, 
1963 are substantially in Dari Materia with the provisions of 
the discharge of the executive functions by the Council of 
Ministers in the States. I have noticed ‘.Ihe above provisions 
of the Constitution and the Government of the Union Terri- 
tories Act, 1963 as detailed reference was made by the Countsl 
for the parties, The counsel for Ihe petitioner read them for 


the purposes of contrast with the provisions of the Adrnn. 
Act. The counsel for the respondent urged them as identical 
in material provisions or substantially similar. 

Delhi was constituted a Chief Commissioner’s Province in 
1912, wnen the capital ot India was transferred to tms place 
trorn Calcutta. It was continued as a Chief Commissioner's 
Province by Ihe Goveiument of India Act, 1935. Ihe Consti- 
nition of India made it a Part C State. The special feature 
ot Part C States under the Constitution was that they by 
virtue of Article 239 were administered by the President 
through a Chief Commissioner or a Lt. Governor. Parlia- 
ment had legislative power relating to any subject, as regards 
the Part C States, but the Constitution empowered Parlia- 
ment to create a Legislature as well as a Council of Advisors 
or Ministers, for a Part C State. In exercise of that power, 
Parliament enacted the Government of Part C States Act, 
1951. A Council of Advisors or Ministers was set up in each 
Part C State, to advise the Chief Commissioner, under the 
oveiall control of the President, and also a legislative Assemb- 
ly to function as the Legislature of the State. The Constitu- 
tion (Seventh Amendment) Act, 1956 included Delhi in the 
List of Union Territories. The Administration of Delhi was 
being carried on through an Adminstrutor of Delhi appointed 
by the President under Article 239. A Bill was introduced 
in Parliament with a statement of objects and reasons that 
“this will has been brought forward with the object of provid- 
ing for a larger measure of association of the representatives 
ot the people of the Union Territory of Delhi with the 
adminis tuition of the territory. It seeks to establish a Metro- 
politan Council for the entire territoiy and also an Executive 
Counsiil to assist and advise the Administrator of the terri- 
tory.” Parliament, therefore, made an Act to provide for the 
administration of the Union Territory of Delhi and for 
matters connected therewith and called it the Delhi Admi- 
nistration Act, 1966 (Act No. 19 of 1966) (for short called 
the A dknn. Act). The Admn. Act received the assent of the 
President on June 2, 1966. Section 3 provides for the Consti- 
tution of a Metropolitan Council lor Delhi. The total number 
of seats in the Metropolitan Council to be filed by persons 
chosen by direct election from territorial constituencies aro 
56, The Central Government is also empowered to nominate 
not more than 5 persons, not being persons in the service of 
the Government, to be members of the Metropolitan Council. 
Reservation of seats for the Scheduled Castes in the Metro- 
politan Council is also made. Section 4 provides for the de- 
limitation of the constituencies for the purpose of election to 
the Metropolitan Council. Qualifications for i membership 
to fill in a seat in the Metropolitan Council are laid down in 
Section 6 : — • 

"A person shall not be qualified to be chosen to fill a 
seat in the Metropolitan Council unless he — 

(a) is an elector for any constituency and makes and 
subscribes before some person authorised in that 
behalf by the Election Commission on oath or 
affirmation according to the form set out for the 
purpose in the Schedule ; 

(b) is not less than 25 years of age; and 

(c) in the case of constituency reserved for Scheduled 
Castes, is also a member of any one of those 
Castes.” 

Disqualifications for membei-ship are laid in Section 19 to 
the following effect : — 

"19(1) A person shall be disqualified for being chosen as 
and for being, a member of the Metropolitan Council 
if he is for the time being disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of cither House 
of Parliament under any of the provisions of arti- 
cle 102 or of any law made in pursuance of that 
article. " 

(2) For the purposes of this section, a person shall not 

be deemed to hold an office of profit bv reason only 
that he is a member of the Executive Council. 

(3) Tf uny question arises as to whether a member has 
become disqualified for being such a member 
under the provisions of Sub-section (1), the ques- 
tion shall be referred for the decision of the 
President and his decision shall be final. 
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(4) Before giving any decision on any such question, 
the President shall obtain the opinion of the 
Election Commission and shall not according to 
such opinion. 

Section 7 provides that the persons entitled to vote at the 
election of members shall be the persons entitled, by virtue 
of the provisions of the Constitution and the Representation 
of People Act, 19 JO to be registered as voters at elections 
to the House of People. So much of the electoral roll for 
any Parliamentary Constituency for the time being in force 
as relates to the areas comprised within a constituency found 
under Section 4 is deemed to be the electoral roll for that 
constituency for the purposes of the Admn. Act A right 
to vote is given by Section 8 to every person whose name 
is, for the time being, entered in the electoral roll of a 
constituency. By force of Section 9, the provisions of Part 
I and Parts HI to XI of the Act and of any rules or orders 
made thereunder, for the time being in force, are applied 
in relation to an election to the Metropolitan Council, as 
they apply in relation to an election to the Legislative 
Assembly of a State, subject to such modifications as the 
Central Government may, after consultation with the Elec- 
tion Commission, by order, direct. The duration of the Metro- 
politan Council, unless sooner dissolved, is for 5 years from 
the date appointed from its first meeting according to the 
provisions of Section 10. Elections to the House of the 
People and to the Legislative Assembly of every State are 
on the basis of adult suffrage of the citizens and the same 
is adopted for elections under the Government of Union 
Territories Act, 1963. The provisions of qualifications and 
disqualifications laid down in Sections 4 and 14 of the Gov- 
ernment of Union Territories Act, 1963 are in part materia 
with the provision of Sections 6 and 19 of the Admn. Act. 
Election to the Metropolitan Council i» also on the basis 
of electoral roll for every territorial constituency and in 
the same manner as in accordance with the provisions of 
Part I and Parts III to XI of the Act and the rules and 
orders made thereunder. 

Shri Khurana was chosen by direct election from a terri- 
torial constituency. In other words, he was returned at the 
election of 1977 to the Metropolitan Council for Delhi as 
an elected representative under the provisions of the Admn. 
Act. The origin of being a member of the Metropolitan 
Council is the election under the Admn. Act as contrasted to 
any emploiyment or in service under the Government. The 
Central Government is also empowered to nominate not 
more than 5 persons to be members of the Metropolitan 
Council but the Legislative has laid down a restriction that 
those persons should not be in the service of the Govern- 
ment. The policy of the law is to keep Government ser- 
vants aloof from politics. The necessary Inference is that 
the members of Metropolitan Council will delive into poli- 
tics. A Government servant by virtue of his being an holder 
of office of profit is ineligible to seek election to the 
Metropolitan Council for Delhi and for similar considera- 
tions the legislature has prohibited his nomination to be a 
member of the Metropolitan Council. 

Section 27 of the Admn. Act provides that there shall be 
an Executive Council, consisting of not more than four mem- 
bers. One of whom shall be designated as the Chief Exe- 
cutive Councillor and others as the Executive Councillors, 
to assist and advice the Administrator in the exercise of his 
functions in relation to matters enumerated in the State list 
or the concurrent list, except in so far as he is required bv 
or under the Admn. Act to exercise his functions or any 
of them in his discretion or by or under any law to exercise 
any judicial or quasi-judicial functions, The functions of 
the Metropolitan Council are laid down in Section 22 read- 
ing as follows : — 

"22fl) Subject to the provisions of this Act, the Metro- 
politan Council shall have the right to discuss, and 
make recommendations with respect to, the follow- 
ing matters in so far as they relate to Delhi, name- 
ly 

fa) Proposals for undertaking legislation with respect 
to any of th c matters enumerated in the State 
list or the Concun-ent. list in the Seventh Sche- 
dule to thc Constitution in so far as any such 
matter _ is applicable in relation to Union 
territories (hereinafter referred to as the 
State List and the Concurrent List); 


fb) proposals for extension to Delhi of any enact- 
ment in force in a state relatablc to any matter 
enumerated in the State List or the Concurrent 
List; 

(c) proposals for legislation referred to it by the 
Administrator with respect to any of the matters 
enumerated in the State List or the Concurrent 
List; 

(d) thc estimated receipts and expenditure pertlaining 
to Delhi to be credited to and to be made from, 
the Consolidated Fund of India; and notwith- 
standing anything contained in the Delhi Deve- 
lopment Act, 1951, the estimated receipts and 
expenditure of the Delhi Development Autho- 
rity ; 

(e) matters of administration involving general 
policy and schemes of development in so far as 
thev relate to matters enumerated in the State 
List or the Concurrent List; 

(f) any other matter referred to it by the Adminis- 
trator. 

(2) The recommendations of the Metropolitan Council, 
after having been duly considered by the Execu- 
tive Council, shall, wherever necessary, be forward- 
ed by thc Administrator to the Central Government 
with the views, if any, expressed thereon bv the 
Executive Council.” 

By force of Section 15 of the Admn. Act, every member 
of the Executive Council has the right to speak in, and 
otherwise take part in the proceedings of the. Metropolitan 
Council, and any Committee of the Metropolitan Council 
of which he may be a member, but cannot by virtue of that 
Section be entitled to vote. 

Under our Constitution there is a responsible system of 
Government both at the Centre and in the States. The Gov- 
ernment of Union Territories Act, 1963 provides for Legis- 
lative Assemblies and Council of Ministers for the said 
Union Territories. In every State and the Union Territory 
covered by the Government of Union Territories Act, 1963, 
there is a Council of Ministers with the Chief Minister at 
the head to aid and advice the Governor /Administrator in 
the exercise of his functions. The leader of the party which 
commands thc majority in the Legislative Assembly is en- 
trusted with the task of forming the Government and thc 
Ministers arc chosen from the party. When the Chief 
Minister and other Ministers occupy the positions, they 
form political part of the Government, Tn their capacity as 
leaders of the political party, they have to explain the poli- 
cies and programmes, which they seek to enforce. 

Under the Admn. Act a person has first to be chosen by 
direct election from the territorial constituencies or be nomi- 
nated by thc Central Government to be a member of tbe 
Metropolitan Council, A member can be appointed as the 
Chief Executive Councillor or Executive Councillor by thc 
President only if he commands or is expected to command 
the majority of the members of the Metropolitan Council. 
There is no such statutory provision but is an established 
convention in democracy. The last three elections to the 
Metropolitan Council adhered to this convention, As in the 
case of Ministers in thc State or the said Union Territories, 
a member of the Executive Council who far any period of 
six consecutive months is not a member of the Metro- 
politan Council, ceases to be a member at the expira- 
tion of thc period of six months (Section 28(4), in other 
words, the Executive Councillor has to get himself elected 
or nominated as a member within six months of his appoint- 
ment; otherwise he will have to vacate his office, The essen- 
tial qualification has to be acquired within six months. The 
intention of the Parliament is clear (hat a member of the 
Executive Council who is not a member of the Metropoli- 
tan Council could be chosen by direct election from one 
of the territorial constituencies within a period of six months. 
Tf an Executive Councillor is considered to be a person in 
the service of the Government, then he cannot take part in 
politics and elections. The Centra] Civil Seivices (Con- 
duct) Rules, 1964 prohibit it in case of Government ser- 
vants. Participation of Government servants in political 
activities is not allowed. In that case the Executive Coun- 
cillor will not be in a position to canvass or take part in 
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the elections. The Legislature could not have intended Such 
an anomalous situation. A person in the service of the 
Government cannot also be nominated by the Central Gov- 
ernment. With the result that a person who is not already 
a member of the Metropolitan Council and is appointed 
as an Executive Councillor has to vacate the seat after six 
months. In that case the provisions of Section 28(4) of 
the Admn. Act are meaningless, It cannot be imputed to 
the legislature that a provision would be made which can- 
not be worked out. 

The Executive Councillors as also the members of the 
Metropolitan Council constitute an integral part of Legis- 
lative proposals. The recommendations are made by the 
Metropolitan Council on matters relating to legislation in 
Delhi. Under Article 246(4) of the Constitution, Parlia- 
ment has power to make laws with respect to any matter for 
any part <?f the territory of India not included in a Stato 
notwithstanding that such matter ls a matter enumerated in 
the State list. In exercise of this power Parliament is not 
fettered by anything in the entries in the State list or any- 
thing following therefrom. No Legislature is created for 
Delhi and hence all laws arc passed by Parliament. The 
functions of the Metropolitan Council are limited to making 
proposals for undertaking legislation or for extension to 
Delhi of any enactment in force in a State. It is not a 
complete association of the people of Delhi in the legisla- 
tive activity, which is possessed by Parliament. But that is 
so in case of other Union Territories even after a Legis- 
lature is created for a Union Territory. Parliament still 
possesses paramount power to legislate with respect to any 
matter included in List II, for the Union Territories. The 
Legislature of a Union Territory has no exclusive power 
with respect to List IT as the legislatures of the States 
possess. There is thus no appreciable difference in the 
legislative functions of the Executive Councillors vis-a-vis 
Ministers in the Union Territory having Legislature. 

The Executive Councillors also exercise the powers in 
matters of administration involving general policy and 
schemes of development. The Executive Councillors assist 
and advice the Administrator in the exercise of his functions 
in relation to matters enumerated in the State tin or con- 
current list except for certain excepted matters. The func- 
tion of the Executive Councillors i_s primarily advisory. Sec- 
tion 29 of the Admn. Act provides for the conduct of busi- 
ness. The President makes rules for the allocation of Busi- 
ness to the members of the Executive Council in to far as 
it is not business with respect to which the administrator is 
required by or under the Admn. Act to HCt in his discre- 
tion. Any decision taken by the Executive Councillors 
under, the rules of business would he the decision 
of the Administration. The Executive functions discharged 
under the allocation of business by the Executive 
Councilors would be the the executive action of the 
Administrator. This power to discharge the functions 
by Ihe Executive Councillors is akin to the one en- 
joyed by Ihe Ministers in the States. The Executive 
Councillors constitute the political part of the Government 
and vacate oilice with the Government The tenure of the 
Executive Councillors is dependent on the fluctuations of the 
political wing of the Government. A person who himteif 
is a limb of the political part of the Government or exer- 
cising the executive power cannot, even by stretching the 
language of Section 127(1) of the Act to a breaking point, 
be regarded as in the service of the Government. 

It is next argued by Shri A, K. Sen that Shri Khurana 
was in the service of the Government at the relevant time 
as he accepted the appointment as Executive Councillor and 
subjected himself at all times to the lawful orders and direc- 
tions of the Governmenl in respect of his duties and func- 
tions as an Executive Councillor. Reliance is placed on 
Section 30 of the Admn. Act which provides that notwith- 
standing anything in the Admn. Act, the Administrator and 
the members of the Executive Council shall be under the 
general control of, and comply with such particular direc- 
tions, if any, as may from time to time be given by the 
President. According to the counsel, the President which 
means the Government, is entitled in law to give orders to 
the Executive Councillor and have it obeyed. Thus the 
relationship of master tmd servant comes into existence by 
the Government having the control of the work done by 


the Executive Councillor. Reliance is placed on para 872 
of Halsbury's laws of England, Third Edition Vol. 25 read- 
ing : — 

“872. The contract of service. The relationship of 
master and servant is characterised by a contract 
of service, express or implied between the master 
and the servant. A contract of service is one in 
which a person undertakes to serve another and to 
obey his reasonable orders within the scope of the 
duty undertaken. Whether or not a particular 
contract Is a contract of service is a question of 
fact, depending upon the terms of the engage- 
ment, the method of remuneration, and the power 
of controlling and dismissing the worker, although 
none of these factors is by itself conclusive. A 
contract of service must be distinguished from a 
contract for services. 

The distinction between a servant and an 
independent contractor is considered hereafter. The 
distinction between a service occupancy and a 
tenancy of premises is considered else where in this 

work. 

Reliance is next placed on "D. C. Works Ltd. V. State 
Saurashtr u and others”, A.I.R. 1957 S.C. 264, wherein it was 
held 

“The principles according to which the relationship as 
between employer and employee or master and 
servant has pot to be determined are well settled. 
The test which is uniformly applied in order to 
determine the relationship Is the existence of a 
right of control in respect Of the manner in which 
the work is to be done. A distinction is also drawn 
between a contract for services and a contract of 
service and that distinction is put in this way “In 
the one case the master can order or require what 
is to be done but how itself it shall be done”, 
[or Hilbery j. in Collins V. Hertfordshire Country 
Council, 1947 KB 598 at p. 615(A)]. 

* * * • 

“The principle which emerges from there authorities is 
that the prima facie test for the determination of 
the relationship between master and servant is the 
existence of the right in the master to supervise and 
control the work done by the servant not only 
in the master of directing what work the servant 
is to do but also the manner in which he shall do 
his work, or to borrow the words of Lord Uthwatt 
at page 23 in Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
V. Coggins & Griffith (Liverpool) Ltd., 1947-1 
AC 1, at p. 23(E), “The proper test is whether 
or not the hirer had authority to control the man- 
ner of execution of the act in question. 

Reliance is further placed on "Harish Chandra Bajpai 
and another V. Triloki Singh and another, AI.R. 1957 
S.C. 444 wherein it was held that there is in law a well- 
established distinction between a contract for service and a 
contract of service. In one care the master can order or 
require what is to be done while in the other case he can- 
not only order of require what is to be done but now It 
shall be done, Reference is also made to "Goolbai Mota- 
bai V. Pastonii", A.T.R. 1935 Bombay 333 and “Ram Phal 
Raghu Nath Sahai V. Braham Parkash", A.I.R. 1962 Pb. 
129 (but the law is not advanced in those cases), Reliance 
is lastly placed on “Kishore Chandra De Bhanj V, Baghunath 
Misra”, 19 F.L.R. 1 where their Lordship of the Supreme 
Court laid down the distinction between serving under the 
Government and in the service of the Government in these 
words : — 

“In our opinion, there is a distinction between “serving 
under the Government" and “In the service of the 
Government,” because while one may serve under 
a Government, one may not necessarily be in the 
service of the Government; under the latter ex- 
pression one not only serves under the Government 
but is in the service of the Government and it 
imports the relationship of master and servant. 
There are, according to Batt (on the law of Master 
and Servant), two essential* to this relationship : 
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( 1 ) the servant must be mirier the duty of render- 
ing personal services to the master or to ethers in 
his behalf, and (2) the master must have the right 
to control the servant’s work either pe.i sunnily or 
bv another servant or agent and, according to hum, 
“It is his right of control or interference, of being 
entitled to tell the servant when to work (within 
the hours ot service ) or when not to work, and 
what work to do and how to do it (within the terms 
of such service) which is the dominant chnrncterk- 
tic in this relation and marks off the servurr irom 
an independent contractor, or from one employed 
merely to give to his employer's control in doing 
the work or effecting the service; he ha? to shape 
and manage his work so as to give the result be 
has contracted to effect " 

Reference is also made to “Maulana Abdul Shakur V, 
Rikah Chand and another ’, 1958 S.C.R, 387 ; ‘ Guru Cabinda 
Basil V. Shunkari Prasad Gbosal and others". 1964(4) 
S.C R. 311 and “Madhilkar G. F. Pankaker V. laswant 
Choubildas Rajani & Others", 1976(3) S.C.R. 832. In all 
those cases, the question considered was whether the con- 
cerned person was holding an office of profit under the 
Government. The factors which are decisive in such a case 
are the power of the Government to appoint a person to an 
office of profit or to contmue him in that office or revoke 
his appointment at their discretion and payment from out 
of Government revenues. But for holding an office of pro- 
fit under (he Government, one need not be in the service of 
the Government and there need be no re1ationsh : p of master 
and servant between them. There is a vast difference bet- 
ween the holder of an office of profit under the Government 
and the holder of a post of service under the Government. 

There is no dispute to the test laid down by the supreme 
Court in determining the relationship of mailer and servant 
or one as being in the service of the Government. It is the 
right to control the manner in which that person does his 
work that makes the person subordinate, as being in service. 
Another important factor is that the person must be under 
the duty of rendering pci tonal services to the master or to 
others on his behalf. The provisions of the Admn. Act do 
not lay down the manner in which the work of assisting 
or tendering advice to the Administrator hv Ihe Fxrcmive 
Councillors can he controlled, regulated or supervised by 
the Government. The President has made rules for the 
allocation of business to the members of thr executive 
Council in so far as it is not the business with respect to 
which the Administrator is required bv or under the Admn. 
Act to act in his discretion and for the more convenient 
transactions of business with resrect to which the Adminis- 
trator is required bv or under the Admn. Act to act in his 
discretion and for the more convenient transactions of busi- 
ness with the members of the Fxeeutive Counc 1. The 
business is transacted by the Executive Councillors w : thouf 
there being anv direct control or sunorvision of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the manner or method of transacting the 
business. The rules do nol spell out any direct control. 
Section 30 of the Admn. Act speaks of the general control 
and not direct control. The general control cannot i.v 
Ihe right to control the manner in which the Executive 
Councillors do their work or discharge their functions. The 
provisions oF the Admn. Act alad do not lay down how the 
functions of the Metropolitan Council in regard to ihe 
legislative proposals or in relation to matters of admmis- 
trnrion^ involving general policies and schemes of dcvc’op- 
ment in so far as they relate to matters enumemted in 'he 
State list or the concurrent fist are to be discharged. S b- 
jeet to the Rules regulating the procedure of Metropolitan 
Council, a member has a right to ask ouestinns on any 
matters in so far as it falls within the purview of Metro- 
politan Council under sub-section (1 ) of Section 22 of Ihe 
Admn, Act. The Admn. Act dees not contain anv pro- 
virinns as to how that is to be regulated. !-T •fV v--) 
of the Executive Council has a right to speak in, and other- 
w-ise to take part in the proceedings of Ihe Mein. ■ I,'; u 
Council, and anv Committee of the Metropolitan Council 
of vvhich he may be named as- a member. There is no 
administrative control of the Government in tlv 1 cxerc’se 
of the right of the F'-eei-tivc Councillors. No oml evi- 
dence has been laid in this case ( 0 show the manner or 
met non of the control of the functions or work. A n.rson 
in the service of the Government has a reference of the 
694 GT/80 — 2. 


3367 


nersnn in respect of whom the Executive control is vested 
in the Government. The absence of the right of the Gov" 
eminent to directly supervise and control the work is be- 
cause the Executive Councillors arc master of themselves 
anil arc not in the service of the Government. 

Bhagwati, J. who spoke for the Supreme Court in Laksh- 
minaravan Ram Gopal and Son T.td, V, Tlie Government 
of Hvdcrabad”, 1955(1) S.C.R. 393, quoted with approval 
the distinction between a servant and agent indicated in 
Powell’s law of agency and Halsbury as follows ; — 

“The distinction between a servant and an agent is 
thus indicated in Powell’s l.aw of Agency, at page 
16 : — 

fa) Generali v a master cun tell his servant what to 
do and how to do it. 

(b) Generally a principal cannot tell his agent how 
to carry out bis instructions. 

fc) A servant is under more complete control than 
an agent, 

and also at page 20 :■ — 

(a) Generally, a servant is a person who not only 

receives instructions from his master but is 
subject to his master’s right to control the 

manner in which be carries out those instruc- 
tions. An agent receives his principal’s ins- 

tructions but is generally free to carry out 
those instructions according to bis own dis- 
cretion. 

(b) Generally, a servant, qua servant, has so autho- 
rity to make contracts on behalf of bis mas- 
ter. Generally, the purpose of employing an 
agent is to authorise him to make contracts 
on behalf of his principal. 

(c) Generally, an agent is paid by commission 

imon effecting the result which he has been 
instructed by h.is principal to achieve. Gene- 
rally, a servant is paid by wages or salary. 

The statement of the law contained in Halsbury’s Taws 
of England— Hoilsham Edition— Volume 1, at page 193, 
article 345 where the positions of an agent, a servant and 
independent contractor are thus distinguished : — 

“An agent is to be distinguished on the one band from 
a servant, and on the other from an independent 
contractor. A servant acts under the direct con- 

trol and supervision of his master, and is bound 
to conform to all reasonable orders given him in 
the course of his work; an independent contractor, 
on the other hand, is entirely independent of anv 
control or interference and merely undertakes to 
produce a specified result, employing his own means 
to produce that result. An agent, though bound 
to exercise his authority in accordance with all law- 
ful instructions which mav be given to him from 
time to time by his principal, is not subject in its 
exercise to the direct control or supervision of the 
principal. An agent, as such is not a servant, but 
a servant is generally for some purposes his mas- 
ter’s implied agent, the extent of the agency de- 
pending upon the duties or position of the servant.’’ 

Aoplvin-g these principles it was held that the appellants 
tbeie were to act as the agents of the Company and nr 
on the general management of the business of the Com- 
pany ®iib" ! ect to the Control and supervision of the Direc- 
tors. That does not, howevei, mean that they acted under 
the direct control and supervision of the Directors in re- 
gard to the manner and method of their work. The con- 
trol and supervision of the Directors was a_ general _ control 
and supervision and within the limits of their authority the 
appellants there ns agents of the company had perfect dis- 
cretion as to how that work of general management was to 
be done both in regard to the method and the manner of 
such work. 
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The Government of Union Territories Act, 1963 leys down 
in Section 50 that “notwithstanding anything contained m 
this Act. the Administrator and his Council ol Ministers 
shall be under the general control of, and comply with 
such particular directions, it any, us may from time to 
time be given, by /lie President”. The language _ of Section 
30 is identical except instead of ‘Council of Ministers' the 
words are the members of the Executive Council". It is 
not suggested by the counsel for the petitioner that the Minis- 
ters in the said Union Territories by virtue of Section 50 
become persons in the service of the Government. The 
absence of a direct control and supervision in regard to the 
manner or method of the discharge of the functions or work 
is the decisive factor in the case of Ministers in the said 
Union Territories. The same "applies equally to tile Exe- 
cutive Councillors under the Admu Act’’. 

It is further urged by the counsel for the petitioner that 
under Section 27 of the Admn. Act,, the Executive Coun- 
cillors arc to assist and advice the Administrator in tile 
exercise of his functions unlike the Council of Ministers 
with the Prime Minister at the head to aid and advice the 
President in exercise of his functions (Article 74), or the 
Council of Ministers with the Chief Minister at the bead to 
aid and advice the Governor in the exercise of his functions 
(Article 163), or the Council of Ministers in each Union 
Territory with the Chief Minister at the head to aid and 
advice the Administrator in the exercise of his functions 
(Section 44 of the Government of Union Territory of India, 
1963). Reference is also made to Section 9 ol the Gov- 
ernment of Tndia Act, 1935 wherein it was similarly provided 
that there shall be a Council of Ministers, not excecd ng 10 
in number, to aid and advice the Governor-General in the 
exercise of his functions. It was contrasted to Section 1 1 
of the Government of India Act, 1935 which made pro- 
visions as to defence, acclessiasdcal affairs, external affairs 
and the tribal areas and being assisted in the exercise of 
those functions by Councillors. According to the counsel, 
to aid is between two equals and to assist is between a 
subordinate and superiors and thus assisting the Adminis- 
trator in the exercise of his functions by an Executive Coun- 
cillor contained an element of to make him in the service 
of the Government, subordination. Reliance is placed on 
Craies on Statute Law that “if we find that in previous legis- 
lation two different works have been designedly used to ex- 
press two distinct things, we may assume that in subsequent 
statutes the legislative has not lost sight of the distinction 
uniformly observed in the preced’ng statutes”. 

The words 'to aid and advise’ or ‘to assist and advise’ 
are not defined either in the constitution or in the Gov- 
ernment of Union Territories Act or in the Admn. Act. In 
Webster’s Third New International Dictionary, ’aid’ merits 
to give help or support to; to facilitate; to assist. To asrist’ 
means to give support or aid. fn Shorter Oxford English 
Dictionary, “to aid’’ means to give support to; to help, 
Hssist, succur. ‘To assist” means to aid, help; to second, 
to succur, to promote. In common parlance there is no 
real difference between ‘to aid’ or ‘to assist’ and both me 
inter-changeable words. The framers of our Constitution 
made the President a constitutional and formal head of 
the executive and by using the words ‘to aid and ndvke’ 
directed to make him act with the advice of the Council 
of Ministers’. By the use of the words to aid and advise. 
it is made clear that the President though elected would 
act as a constitutional head only on the advice of the 

Ministers. The real executive powers are vested in the 
Ministers or the Cabinet Ministers. Under Section 27 of 
the Admn. Act, the Administrator is not hound to accent 
the assistance and advice rendered to the Administrator as 
the proviso suggests that in case of difference of openion 
between the Administrator and the members of the Exe- 
cutive Council on any matters, the Adrcin’strator shall 
refer it to the President for decision und act according to 
the decision given thereon by the President. In that sense 
there is thus difference of the acceptance of the advice in 
all cases. From that it does not of necessity follow that 
an Executive Councillor is in the service of the Government 

Reliance is also placed on the provisions of Section 28 
of the Admn. Act that the members of the Executive Coun- 
cil are appointed by the President, that the members of the 
Executive Council hold office during the pleasure of the 
President and that the salaries and allowances of the mem- 
bers of the Executive Council are such as the President . 


may, by order determine. The appointment of Shri Khur„n.i 
was .nude uy the Vice-Frcrtdent act.ng us President on June 
24, 1977 bv notification of the same date (Ex. P5). The 
President also made the order called the Executive Coun- 
cilors (Salaries and Allowances) Order, 1966 (Ex. P-4). 

• ' ccurding to the counsel for the petitioner, all these factor 
do suggest that the Executive Councillors are in the service 
id (he Government. Jt is true that the Executive Council- 
lor u appointed hy (he President end that he holds office 
during tiie pleasure of tnc President, but that by itself will 
r -t make the Executive Councillor in the service of the 
Government. The constitutional functionaries an j the 
holders of high constitutional offices exercising State powers 
aic not employees or servants or holders of employment 
under the Government, yet all of them are appointed by the 
President. The Governors, fudges of the Supreme Court and 
High Court, the Comptroller and Auditor General of ]nd a 
and the Chief E'ection Commissioner are all appointed bv 
the President, They cannot Ire regarded ns subordinate to 
the Government of India. They arc only subordinate to 
the provisions of the Constitution. The npnointtrent of (he 
said constitutional functionaries by the President which 
means in inct and in substance the Government of India, 
is only a mode of appointment. The Prim; Minister and 
other Ministeis are also appointed by the President and 
thev hold cilice during the pleasure of the President, yet no 
me has suggc/eil (bat they arc in the service of the Gov- 
ernment on that account Th’ salaries and allowances arc 
re d (o Ihe Executive Councillors by the Government out 
of the consolidated fund of India not because the Govcrn- 
mmit i;, the Master. The salaries and allowances are paid 
to the Executive Councillors under the statutory mandate 
contain'd in Section 28(5) of the Acbna. Act rm J the Presi- 
dential order issued and not because they are regarded as 
Government servant. The members of the Parliament and 
State Legislatures arc paid their salaries and allowances, yet 
no one ever suggested that they be regarded as in the ser- 
vice on that account. Payment of emoluments from the 
State fund to the Executive Councillors also does not make 
them in the service of the Government. 


Before a member of the Executive Council enters upon 
his office, the Administrator is to administer him the oath 
of office and secrecy according to the form set out for the 
purpose in the Schedule to the Admn. Act (.Section 28(3). 
Similarly, under Section 45(4) of (he Government of Union 
Territories Act, 1963, before a Minister enteis upon hi-, 
office, the Administrator has to administer to him the oath 
of office and of I’ecrecy according to the forms 'ef out for 
the purpose in the First Schedule. The limimnee in Ihe 
two forms is substantially the same in material particulars. 
Similar is the position in case of Prime Minister and other 
Ministers 75(4) and Article 164(3), Oath of office is also 
administered to (he functionaries under the Constitution. 
‘ r hr adyiiistration of the oath of office conflicts with a per- 
son being in the seiviee of the Government. The Govern- 
ment servants are not administered any oath of office. 

A person serving under the Government is not svnany- 
mons with the Government servant and there is an essential 
difference between them. Being conscious of it. I may sav 
that the Government servants, are persons who are appointed 
bv the Government to any civil service or post in connec- 
tion with the affairs of the Union, Part XIV of the Consli- 
lution of Tndia provides for the services under the Union 
end the Staff-. Then there are rules relating to porting, 
transfer, conduct, discipline with cower of suspension and 
dismissal, pen' Ion and gratuity. None of them arc shown 
or argued as being applicable to the Executive Connci'lor- 
Article 16 o f the Constitution lavs down the euurffily of 
a 'purtnnhv in the matters of nubile employment. The 
appointment of an Executive Councillor by the IVc idem 
under Section 28(1) of the Admn, Act in case of rn apnont- 
merff to an office under the Stale, would artpurt Article |ft 
cannot h- snnrested th-4 the dcouIc of the Delhi n r e'en the 
limbed number of the members of Ihe Urtr.-'peliten Corn- 
ell ran eV'im as a matter of right for being considered for 
appointment as on Executive Councillor. 

The expression “Gazetted officer” has not been defined 
in the Ait or elsewhere. Counsel for the respondent relied 
unon India Gazette Extraordinarv Dated Octob-r 27. 195ft 
in which the judgment of Election Tribunal, Bangalore is 
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published pointing out the difference between a “Gazetted 
Officer' and a "noil-gazetted officer” us follows : — 

1. The appointment of a gazetted officer is always pub- 

lished in the gazette. 

2. A gazetted officer can draw his salary and allowance! 

on his own bill signed by him. 

3. The record of sendees of each gazetted officer is 

maintained by the audit office. 

4. The powers and privileges of gazetlcd officers arc 

also enumerated in the Financial Code, the Service 
Retaliations, and the Service Conduct Rules and 
other Rules. 

I am no! inclined to go into this question in view cf 
toy finding that Sbri Khurana is not a peison in tbe service 
cf the Government. 

The Adam. Act was enacted with the ob'cct of prov'Aing 
a large meii'-ine of association of the renresnnlnt’ve of the 
pcni'c of the Uninn Territory of Delhi with tbe r.dm’nis- 
traticn of the territory. It sought to establish a Met'-r.-cc- 
litan Council for the entire territory and also an F’.c'ii'ivc 
Council to rusi-t and advice the Admin i trator of the ’Icrri- 
tt'rv. Shri Khurana was returned at the election of 1077 
to the Metropolitan Council as an elected representative 
under the provisions of (he Adnin. Act. The origin el 
being a member of the Metropolitan Council is the clce'ion 
under the Admn, Act as contrasted to onv cmilovmcnt or 
in service Under the Government. A nv’r.p'er can be ap- 
pointed as the Chief Executive CounciTer or Executive 
Councillor bv the President only if he com mauds or is ex- 
pected to command the majoiity of the members of Metro- 
politan Council, when appoint :d as Executive Councillors, 
they occupy dun! enpacitv. The Executive Councillors con- 
stitute the political part of the Government and v.icam office 
with the Government. A person who himseE is a limb of 
the police. d part of the Government or exercising executive 
prove:- cannot, even bv s f rct:h:rg tin? language o f Recti >a 
127(1) of the Act to a breaking point, b“ rwarded i-s in 
the service of the Government. The rro\ 'Vons of tV 
Admn, Ant do not lav down the manner in wlTch (he v,r:h 
iC ax', f ling or tendering advice to the AdrnipHruf'v by 
the F-:.-'C!i|lve Councillors can be controlled, regulated ?! 
supervised by the Government. The absence of tbe riffit 
of th* Go* eminent to directly stipend' c and c- ntrol the 
work it; because the Executive CounciVors arc r-a'iers if 
themselves. The appointment of the Executive Councillors 
hy the President is only a mode of w-poii-pment end rennet 
be regrrcGd ns in service of the Government- cn that r.c- 
(ount. Payment of emoluments from the Slate fund to 
the Exr'ji'tb'C Councillors also doe 1 - not rr.nhr then hi the 
0 r tin Government. The rdmin’sti-.tion of th? r-th 
cT_ oPle: to the Executive Councillor conflicts with a person 
hi mg in th" s-Ti’ire of the Govc.-nm-nl, The cnnclu-.i. -n is 
irtcrist'ble fhal Shri Khnri’m was no! in (he ten : rv of F e 
Government at the relevant time. Issue No. 7 is held 
against the petitioner. 

RELIEF : 

Tn view of mv Ending on issue No, 7, the election peti- 
tion fads and is dismissed with costs. Counsel's fee 
Rs. 1.000. 


Hay 23, 1980. 


Sd/- 

S. S. CIJADHA, Judge. 
[ff° S.a/ftpfGTN Ra/l/80] 
r )° Wflf, TTfffil 


Ncvv Delhi, the 9th September, 1980 

S.O. 2491. — In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-section (2) 
of see: ;on 116C of tbe Representation of the Pcop’e Act, 
1951, 1 he Election Commission hereby publi ;hcr, the decision 
of the Supreme Con 1 1 of Tnd’n date! 12th Auw-il, 1 *80 on an 
Civil anpetd No. 1547 (NCEI of 1978 filed again 1 the lnt’p- 
niL-nt of the High Court of Kerala deled 4th lulv, 19:10. 

[No. 82 /KT -UP 75/77] 
By Order, 
K. GANESAN, Secy. 


IN TI1E SUPREME COURT OE INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 
Civil Appeal No. 1547(NCE)/78 

M. Knnial.am Jayathi ....Appellant 

Vs. 

Dr. D. A, Syed Mohammed Respondent. 

ORDER 

The appeal is dismissed for non-prosecution with no order 
as to costs. 

fV. R. Krishna Iyer) 

Sd/- — 

(O. Chinnappa Reddy) 

New Delhi. 

August 12, 1980. 

pi Eff-fi', 18XETFT, 19 SO 

HtTo 3tT? 219 2.--TT:, faqN’ff TFfEr TT TmTHET jit EffT 
& fat luTEf, 16 30 If fE EAT T fap JTrSRW 
ift ffim s-fbtnhz (-p-jarr,' ) fddWd-ffst & 'ddtd 71% tjnffa- 
dr r e; fUff'T for, ptd dTTFfr dHr 9fo mo mwr srTPrr, fhprr 

?7tjq<!7, 9 AT? ~iiT qfdffffjEt FiftrfdPE, 1951 OTT SRTR 

ifn 1>,w set stffwt sm fdVN-d strtff tt «ff Spsrr Ttfutr 
qrEf if tTESET | ; 

(A ffiv TX'TIE/E FTMTip faff 3TET TC if), 

yr Eff'EToT q: f>Tp 87ff TEW WTffT d# 1 

:2r {dnfdd 5Ti»rr vr *wr«rrff ix em I f*r ot* m 
z,dTd.,7 T f'i-rp Trt -wH Fdzur tt Rrratfaff Efff | ; 

tEf: OT, rjdi qMdtpr dfr 'JET 10-T % P fffdWd 

tpli'R- nr^TM TfR “LI VTid Tt ffidd T M) ddd % 
JT fTdl rrEf T) faiTR PAT fl’ pafT fdtTR sf/iK % dtPT 
jpr -aV. Pit v f-.-rr ta xn^‘ T r vi frrii*3 ^ tf;d ti if TEftfa' 
V lt‘1 (ndflrd P'lfFd trrdr ^ I 

[do qaiW-dTod-o/S/SO] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the ISth August, 1980 

S.O. 2492. — Whereas the Election Commission is satis- 
fied that Shri Ajit Singh. Village Wadala Kalan, P.0 Baba 
Bnkala, District Amritsar (Punjab), a contesting candidate 
for iwnerat election to the House of the People held in 
January, 1980 from 5-Phillaur (SC) Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency, has failed to lodge an account of his election ex- 
penses at all as required by the Representation of the People 
Act. 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
(he Election Commission is satisfied thut he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Ai't Singh to be disqualified for being chosen, as and for 
1v in? a member of cither House of Parliament or of the 
LcgiTative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a rci'iod of three years from the date of this order. 


LNo. PB-HP 75/80] 
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srrir^T 

3TT= 24 9 3. — 77:, f7Tf77 FWl'T 77 TTTCTTT id 
TTT £ f% TFBRt, 1980 % gq HIT ’THT % fipr jrrar™T frqrTT 
% f r l 1 [ 9-sjfa7T7T fnTHT 7 "77T7 '■'1 3 7 7 H TTirikTTV 
«ft aprinn fr|g, JT^FT ifo 21-ffV, TT^T 77V, ^fapOTT, 4777 
kEft JlfafTftRT WftjftllB, 1951 TTT 7Ttjf7 TTTq 7q fiFPff 
TTT TTEf ffpltET ^Thf 77 %k El ipST 7TfapT 7Tf7 R 

TTTFtwT ^ ; 

wk 77: 371 grjflUTF 7, 17747 ^FII faq ^nT 1 47 vfr, 

ITT 7RTO77T % fkq %k El c u l TT77T EPkEfEX 7 ,:l f<4l |t 

pfk PprWr UPfPT FT Ti[ TFTRTFT 5t ’FIT | far 37% TT-T $7 

4HI47 r i':il % fabl %k 44r-d El *-' J i 7T m iTlf-PT 7^T ^ ; 

R7: TFT, 7RK Tlf'lf-tT 0 %t tTTTT 1 0-7) E XT^3 *. ,J I if [77177 
*177)7 HdfllKT 7TK r 4t 37Jr5TT f7? 77 737 % feft 4) 777 
% 7T falft M %t fatTT7 37T WTT fo>JH 4k47 % 3734 

■*7 :j tt 7 xrk ?Ft % faq w rttut Ft dkfa 3 7 J 7 m %t titt- 

qfa % faiT f'TT%r krkrr tttt \ i 

[ffo 75117-7)° TT°/o/8o(3)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2493.- — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Janmeja Singh, House No. 21-C, Gurdev Nagar, 
Ludhiana (Punjab), a contesting candidate lor general election 
to tho House of the People held in January, 1980 from 
9-Ludhiana Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of 
his election expenses at all as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Janmaja Singh to be disqualified for being chosen an, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order 

[No. PB-HP/9/80(3)] 

xmkr 

■no wt° 2494 : — 37:, fkiker *117)7 ti tttott ttt If 
fr tJRTft, 1980 Jr gq ttt % faiq TTsrrmi PhTt h % 
farq 9-^fh'FfiT knrJ-qq #3 % sjttt 7?% 77% 7*4)7717 >sff 
% ■jfiRTtrr, RTT^tfo 9-6 19, vt^t 777171, ^farrmi, qkrg 7)77 

sfarf'Tftpq' Rfhpprh, 1 9 3 1 TTT 7Ty)7 TTiq qtr fippff STTJ 

uqJr fhrfapr »Bff tn 'rtf Tfr Jpn qrfia^r Tkr if ww rii S; 

*fk Htr:, 'h’pt vjwflTqn, tgjTRT fa^ tsrrJf rn: sfr, 

m SEbT^Tl % farq qfrf ETTW XFH7 WBkrTvr fclT | xftr 
faqfaFT TTilfkT 97 tFHfJFT f) 771 ^ far qpr SR XPT97T7T 
% fkq 9?r^ qqkr etfh ^ ; 

XPT: W, 3W Rfilfa'77 RTO 1 0-9T % TPJ77VT if fa^k^r 
flpfrq mmr sru :eft kr T'Ffj’TRr^ ^ftrrr^r, 9ft 77^ % famf 
ffE TK7 % 7T fapff TR7 fasiFT 771 Wtl fatPR qfrrf^ % 
wt ^ tjrrk tEi $>% % farq tr nrkvr # nkha' 7 tfEr 77 # 
977FTftl fTq faf|7 qtfap 9T?7T t I 

[Tfo tfaTTH — PTto 7 o/ 9 / 80 ( 2 )J 


ORDER 

S.O. 2494. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Mkhp Singh Hudhi Raja, House No. B-9-619, 
Shutter Abata, Ludhiana (Punjab), a contesting candidate for 
general election to the House of the People held in January, 
1980 from 9-Ludhiana Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expen-cs at all a.s icquired by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for tile failure and 
tho Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declaies the said Shi i 
E11 blip Singh Budhi Raja to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the dale of this order. 

INo. PB-HP/9/80(2)] 

7Ttn 

Hi fkqfj 5 fkpqr, 19 80 

«Te STto 249 3. — -771, fmrfTT 717)7 97 77PJ17 Ft TTT ^ fat 
'777‘d', 198 0 7 gq 717 77T % fapT TTtJTTT flLfTT ift faq S-TfkTRT 
fmTprr-ik 7 qmT 75% Tik TrrikTrv qqr faq, 57-71,7137 7ra7 
TfaTEll (7717) 7T17 TfalfTfapq 7^717, 1951 TTT 7TJf7 
TTTq 77 fTT7t 5Tn kJfal'T 7T% fTTkrq 3TTf 97 ’Ftf iff 7)37 
TllfaT 'Frit Jf 7'7T7 | ; 

7k 77:, 777 7r7fT7T7 5ffl fktkFfi 77 77177, ffiT7 1961 
ftfapni sy(5) wafq, gm faq tr mf tl »ft wv 
IfTTl 77 Tr 7 1 4 H 7 Ft 7T n<& TTtfat 77ft sk-fenk 77 471 
7|f § xfk faTTfH7 7ITf7 77 7^771717 TTT fat 77% TRT 
^7 77OT7T % faq %1^ 9Tfr7 7777 TT rTtfififarT 7ijf % ; 

VTCl: tT7, 7T7 %l' aTTl 10-T % S1'J777 7 f7rf77 

wtpt q7Trrn tft kf kTTfir^ %T teh %fatiff 4f 777 % 71 
ftrff LTTtr 7?rf7tTl7 7'TT Wfl fCTR hkq^ % 77TT ^7 TT^Tfk 
^pt % fkq vi wkT *Ff TkE? % ?rf7 t 4 %t Ttmrfai % f^q 

fa < mp 4 if 77 40 71 ^ I 

[%a TTlT-kf ° 7 s / 8/ 8 0] 

srriw Jr, 

7eqf, ci 4 •' Tlf77 

New Delhi, the 5lh Sepiember, 1980 
ORDER 

S.O. 2495. — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied 
that Shii Teja Singh, 57-D, Model Tov/n, Paliaia (Punjab), 
a candidate for general election to the House of the People 
held ill January, 1980, from 8-PaticIa constituency, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses at all as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the notice issued to the said candidate under 
rule 89(5) of the Conduct of Elections Rules, 1961, could not 
be served on him at the above address given by him as his 
whereabouts arc not known and the Election Commission is 
satisfied that there .is no good i cason or justification for the 
failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
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Teja Singh, to be disqualified fur being chosen as, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stale for a 
period of three yeais from the date of this order, 

[No. PB-HP/8/S0J 
By Older, 

A, K. CHATTERJEE, Under Secy. 

StTCW 

qffawff, 2HBPH, 1980 

tSTo 3t(o 24 9 6 — rpT., WThW "TT WdR St mTT 

% fa SfifiRf 1 980 it go. tfTr7 STHT 47 fart rrmRtf faffaH 
% fan 3 6-fatR'J 7 (ito titTo ) faqfaq Wff tt W-TTA ’TtH qfa 
tjfafarR fit srrfLRf irtrR qfaR, qrq q 'Em fasn 

qqpT, qfaFT sf ITTKT *fbP ’jfafdfoR XtfsffaR, 1951 URT ?RH>F 
spiff Tirr fipqT-ff 3RT faffad SEPf fadfad tRtff 97T sfitf '*ft fajr 
diffaf wft it ?%_ % ; 

itK W, dT-bfaqR if, STCiptr tjqfiT far 317% IT iff, 
Ett wtNiTdt $ farr ^ ^t 71 ^ wr ^fafaret ^ fan | 
xflt farfaq ufaR ; et jr Rnrapf tt w t fc dfak tp* %% 
iqrrwrT % fart fat wfar qrreer in Rfarfadr tfa \ ; 

trtr: irf, drf; nffafim # etrt io-'f ^ xpjtrrur it fasfan 
mnVr m^jRr ^ nft iqfapfr jitr nfapu vr fare =f fafa 
itt ffiET % dT fafa T TW nft fafpf RdT «PRT fatfPT qffai 
% *rere qJf Tsifa ?fa % faf ?tT *rre?r qrr drfasr if tfR 

fa LMIdfa % fair ffafn'T rjffar 4Rfll ^ I 

[no qfaR falTST-tito n»/36/80] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 21st August, 1980 

S.O. 2496. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Aswini Kumar Mallik, Village and P.O. Ranibandh, 
Dist. Bankuru, West Bengal, a contesting candidate for gene- 
ral election to the House of the People from 36-Vishnupur 
(SC) Parliamentary constituency, held in January, 1980, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expense:; as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Aswini Kumar Mallik, to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of (he Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WP/HP/36/SO] 

ani*i 

dffafa, 23 RdEd, 1980 

wn° atTo 249 7. — ITT:, fadfad smffiT JR RRTKTFT iff iRl £ 
fa 1980 if {ft sffa Wr %faf fiTHTblT ffaffad % 

fair 1 4 ffafafi WS IT sjd.d dfa dwflwt: sff 

EUfaHT tft° 'ffSdddTdh, ITPTd hfadSTTo faTCTJ 7 , fa^T 24 9^1 
qftrepr sfrr.tT dfa sfaifafare wfaffaw, 1951 dVT fi^Efaf qdfa 
dp fwff jErt w^Fwj vfa fddFdd ®tifr d>T vrf -4r faaT drffai 
urt^ if Wftf 1 1 


fer«n: 27, i98o/ttrftdd 5, 1902 3371 


tsl 7 nt r, ddd dmffan: d, fa dif v ‘4t, 

^1 WddPTrlT % ffar 5ftt ^POT W4f WN3 ! f 7 ,'Jr djtf fan I 

fddtdd wqpt U ddlETTd ddl | fa ^fa HTW Eh EmHHT 
4> fa 7 ! d'fa ddl'ki direr dr dfttnfad d^f ^ , 

Rd; m, ots RfErfddd >ff urn io-v, % rpraTsi if fddfdd 
Rpfpt tfd^rra ddd icpTfut *fto wsjitrirrHR fit fajft 

Rr ddd f dr fam duq dd fatrin ddT fasTd % 
dd?q iJiid trYd: w Rfaur *rV mtfa tffa dd 

lit dTHtfah % fad f*p% efTfd'l diTdT | I 

[rfo qfar^f Rdra-wfodej 14/eo] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1980 

S.O. 2497, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Alhaj Md. Abdus Salam. Vill. and P.O. Nehalpur, 
District 24-Parganas, West Bengal a contesting candidate fur 
general election to the House of the People from 14-Basirhat 
Parliamentary constituency, held in January, 1980, has failed 
to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Acl, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Alhaj Md. Abdus Salam, to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-HP/14/80] 

JTfJft 

fatff, 28 *PTPT, 1980 

Wdo StTo 249 8. — R?t:, falW* RHIET ifiT tmTUR RqT | 
fa TP Ef d, 1980 if JtJ Wfa 4TOT % ffaf rnOTTR faqfa’T ^ ffa[ 

2 i-vwrTT unr qfh^TT farfaR if 'ffiTR gfa RtffeqR rV 
jfa SRTTW 51-^lm^ gvtri faf, 9.>14.T3I-1 tffa STfafafHcif 
xt fat Ptn h , 1951 mrr JRttf fanrf jkt wqffar rrt 
euraf tpT Tft 'iff VPJT TiffaT TR^t if WJiH T| I 

Vtx *fff:, d-t-l ^erffaTR +1^98; fa[ Hl% "R ,| ff, 

^ WFSRTT % ffa[ qfff TRyr RETt ipR^faVT tfi£f fan S; rH 
fatfatr RTREf 4TT tRtPTTtrRrf R4T | fa RET XR'-HWI 
fan 4?rt Erttfar rtw qr jqpfifaw 1 1 

Rtt; R4f, srftlfarq ^f ETRf 1 o-qt % xppRw if farWd 
Rfafa uq^SI <1 734W ’ft tfaSTTR ^RJJ ^ fajft tff 0L4 ^ 
ip ffaff 4T7q 4ff farR tT4T XRRT fattFT % fiWT JIlHf 

xfk *nfar iff dTffa ir vf itmTqfa % 

{far fa rf gq ptfar 4rt?TT | I 

[tfo qfaRiT qqRT — qft=> Ro/2l/80] 
wfait if, 

tots tftfo ’4NT, 5PR fffaq 
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ORDER 


New Delhi, the 28th August, 1980 

S O. 2498. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shvi Shew Prasad Gupta, 91 Netaji Subhas Road, Cal- 
cutta- 1 a contesting candidate for general election to the 
House of the People held in January, 1980 from 21-Calcutta 
North West Parliamentary Constituency, has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Rep- 
resentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
ur justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Sim 
Shew Prasad Gupta, to be disqualified f-or being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of n State for a 
period of three years from the date of this older. 

[No, WB-HP/2 1/801 
By order, 

M. L. CHANDA, Under Secy. 


vrftl-Rsr 

22XPTFT, 1980 

ttto WTO 24 9 0. — mm ft TOPTH, VET 2, T** 3 ( i i ) 

dlflifl 20 'thfar, 1980 ft V5S ft° 1 148-40 <R mT° 
ftN Bo 10GS % R7 T if SWTfjpJ fftftm OT9W ft rpTfiff 8 
wfa, 1980 % tflftW tfo troJTTo-sfro?ro/2l/77( 13) if WTfttr 
ft tprr Jr miR ‘'trfftr, vrnvT ffttf'ET tnitsr' 1 mrwl % wft 'nt 
w: ufar, TFtT mtfbr i" am x# arn«f i 

[rrorno— ^Tcm-o/2 1/77J 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 22nd August, 1980 

S O. 2499.— In the Election Commission's Order No. TN- 
HP/21/77(13) dated 8th April. 1980, published as SRO No. 
1068 at pages 1148-49 of the Gazette of India, part Tl, Section 
3(ii) dated 26th April, 1980 for “Secretary to the Election 
Commission of India" appearing at the end of the Order, read 
"Under Secretary to the Election Commission of India". 

[No. TN-HP/21/77J 


WT5IT 

<tfT° »n° 2500. — •tpT: Brafatr 'httHt *pi htrrsiFT ?rl nrr 
| ft? i98o Jr gtf tH? ft far urarm faftTq % 

fthl 26-f^wrff (jfo'JtTa) Pi^Ihn sfar ft V ■ 1 ! 4 "HN STtrfN- 
inr ft! stor trftt tptffc, 'ffo Ro tPHEfijr, mtjr mw, 
n.nli’ti, rftm? is r-1 r-1 trfijfftnr, 1951 tm 

ftmf jttt Rftfwr sutft ftr£ ft! ftmT srfer 

tfrrJr h nu H111 5^ ^ ; 

tfK ^f? Ttftkrn; ft, 13% tj/RTT W W 4? 
ftt RTft TTT tthTMdl % fftft fttf fttyt 4WR T'RiHP’T ?T#t 
fftrc ftftr, fftftprr tntfhr it ftl imraiR ^r w | ft? 
gttft <rnr w wsmr ft fan fttt qnftR trh tt -RFflfaN 
*iff| ; 


[Part Jl--St:r. 3(iijj 

*ra: *rr, UTS RfafftET “ft nm 1 o-t ft strut ft f nit’T’T 

sTEfhr urh fti tuftr ti a<k i,v fftftr 

nfl jpor ft tt fftftr tut ftr fftrur rr»rr v v \ r wjr? frm? ft 

thet snft vrt< ^ift 4? ftivf vr-UT 'ft Hr-1-ii" t tut qft 

ftr ffmrpfpj % Hfrr iftft^T ftriVT riti j 1 

[fl o 'irq f n --ft °Ho/ 2 tij 8 0 [ 5 ) ] 

ORDER 

5.0. 2500. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dundappa Durgappa Muigod, At and cost cuitanpur 
Kaibag Taluk. Karnatalta. a contesting i.nndidul; tor general 
election to the Houso of the People held in January, 1980, 
from 26-Chikkodi (SC) Constituent y, has failed to lodge ait 
account of his election exncriies at nil us required by the 
Reprc entalion of the People Act, 1951. nnd the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after the iioti.v, has 
not given anv reason or explanation for the failure n ,.) the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good iVd,. n 
or justification for the failure : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said fieri 
Dundappa Durgappa Murgod to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, acid for being a member of cither House of Par- 
liament or of the Legislative Assembly or Lcaisletive Council 
of a State for a period of three years from the dale of this 
order. 

[No. KT-MP/26/80C5)] 

sniftr 

23 SEPT, 1980 

sn° 2501 .— tl, fpTTfTT mwr g?r ft ?ivr 

$ ft? 1930 Jf "fTL TtRT/ — H? ffta HINT- 

TT % ftrcj 4l-ft.TJ-< fn-ftTf ft TUT H?'l Tift 

tg-ejfi^rc «f, - Rl^r, JTTT T Tf7T lfHi'T Tf-Trf, ftfTf 

9° ftft? srfftftffrfft HftrftTTH, 1951 HAT 

ft-trft mr 511ft fftcgf tt =1 it 5?r Ti? m ’zifa'l 
mrft ft sttw tft 5 1 

*fft m, ^ ■?*([,' ft fTPH-T ■y.T'i'r ft'T 5ffft q-r ft; 

^i KPBRTTlT ftfftft 47RT W4TI 9fft ftlr t 

^pifT U HfT HTItirh ft TRt ? fft sjnft Tttl 7 T i 'V.T'irTciT 
% ftfE ftrt Thtm iPCGl til iqlftlfTtT fift ft 

an: m, ttt iiPafftTR 5ft arcr 1 0-7 ft ^33 tt ft f.tTftri 
stiftpi ftr fqftfr Ttrqr ftr Huft ft f-fftl ftr ft 

hT fftft TRT ftr fnaTT h«Tf SITTI fTTN ft IURI ‘fft ^rft 
Trftsfrr fttft ftfftT ?frt ffTOT ftfflfi qft ftr tihgFj ft 

fifTt fft7%T fttfTcl 3370 ^ I 

[fto qo ftilTCl/ftfo H0/41/SO] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1980 

5.0, 2501. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Niraial Saha, Village and P.O. li I am bazar, District 
Birbhum, West Bengal, a contesting candidate fo r general 
election to the House of (he People ftom 41-Bolpur, Pntlia- 
mentary constituency, held in Januaty, 1980, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act. 1951, and live Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice has 
not given any reason or explanation for the feilme and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good 
roason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Flection Commission hereby declares (he said Shri 
Nirmal Saha, to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for 
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bring, a member of ether H'hiso of Parliament or of Ihc 
Legislative Assembly oc Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB-HP/4 1/801 

TtTIT 

trio qp'o 2502. — TA, fTTTTT mo'PT TT rPTTTR BT TO| 
fp A'TT^T, 10S0 if ffpf: tT'flT/'Tv WtT, FttTTT TTT *P far 
dTT- fTTTTT ip f«pir 1 4-TrTF.fVi=[IT (t° 3f o TTo) fasrfTT 
WT if fTR vTf^ TT% AhFVtTR TC TraOTT4 TTT Thtl SET, 
q-rrmr, tPt: tirto 1 ifUmTr TtfiFr, fsrrr srarr^ft to spitt 
ITU l Tf-ffaflET iTfafaTT, 1951 ATT T^lffT TTin ijtt frTTTt 5K1 
mFhT TUT farfcPT atr'ff Ttr T.'i'q '4F iPST TTfel TiTrl if TTT.T 
T? % i 

SlTr tra:, oT-i ^-fFTTPl 4, lEW ifETT ftr SfTtf TT «ff, 
vl TTvTTT tfff-^rr Tit? TT7TT yftTf r FraTTTTTf rr|f fel £ pfa 
fadirT STPTW W TB TTTqTT TUT | fe TIT W ITtTWTT 

V %T qfpS; TT'f“d TTlTTf Tl rqTTfFTTC Tift 

TT-r: -OT, W «fWfW<T HTTi 1 (HP % 5TT11 <“f if ffiTfTT 
WRIT T-fJsTU TH *sfr TTT TiT W*TT TTt % [spiff tflf 4RT % 

Tt ft4r ttr 5[7f fasrpr TT«T spri Rott tRt\ $ tttt ^ unr 
wTr: sjtif ip r.frr ^ "jir^ir -sr trnfiir fr tftT tw qfr TtmnftJ ^ 
f'.fT Fiif?! WlfWli TTTTT | I 

[rfotfo ifirrTfro to/i4/so(tt)] 
ORDER 

S.O. 2502 — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Madandas Bhagnt, Village Jogijhora Barbak. P.O. 
Elhellvro C tossing, District Jnlpnigiui, West Bengal a con- 
testing candidate for bye election to tltc West Bengal Legislative 
Assembly from 14-Madarihat (STj Assembly constituency, 
held in January, 1980. has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951. and the Rules made theieunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice has 
not giten any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no pood 
reason or ju tification for such failure: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Centum Commission hereby declaies the said Shri 
Minkin, "Ins Bhag.it, to he disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either l-Iousc of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly o r Legislative Council of a State for u 
period of three years from die dale of this order. 

[No. WB-LA/14/80(hyc)] 

WTIT 

t£ 25 TTTFf, 1980 

TT° 6TU’ 2503. — W7:, fuwfTT WTT>T TT WITTR gf TTT t 
fl TTltft 1940 if yrTrH TTT nT f=TT TftmT fTTfWT % fTTT 
7.9-TT TT fc.rtTT ff TUT T T2T UTT TwflATP “44 
TTpr'-TiT, 41 f,'o 4to y,\> Tfz, TTTTTTt- 18 TTC tlfhfh'ftRT 3fftT- 

f'Trn, rijl T-TT HTTP TrfTgrrT SPTTTfiiTrrT'Tf frqiln 
sniff qri ’i'-Cifi ■'trrr Ttfcj-T vrrif ifrrTTvTTt fr i 

v> >it, Tifr -jwfrer'TK % T^tr rf-.T''ir frr it vff, 
v-r riTv rir % f'T'T Tuf? c m"'T cfTTr Ttfr forr f. 5th: 

faTl'T-T b'KfiT sir To ItTTciH ?A TTF if f'K TPT WT TTTtTTI 
if FTP ‘5lf Tiff 0 ! TIimT TT mTTrfr?T TfT 

Ttb: Trii TTT Tf'afTTT Tl JFT 1 0-=p % STTUTT if fTTfTT 
TP-FfT Tim ttt rir nrrfn: tth; tat *Pr tr fTTfryff 


friTrin: 27, 198()/fllfnTT 5, 1902 3373 

wtt % tt frttff imr iff fraiT-Twr wttt fTHir tFitt % hTtr 
Trif tfk % Ftr^ w tt mthr fr fffd tt Tfr ^itt- 
Tfa Tr frti Ttftra tutu 1 1 

[*fo Tn TTIT/TtoTo/BO] 
TTt Tn, W Tf'TT 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25ih August, 1980 

S.O. 2503 . — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Stihabir Prasad Shaw, 41-DKD Road, Calcutla-48 
a contesting candidate for general election to the House of 
ihe People from 20-Dum Dum Parliamentary constituency, 
held in January, 1980, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due noLiec has 
nol given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sahabir Prasad Shaw, to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stale for 
a period of three years from the d itc of this order, 

[No. WB-HP/20/80] 
S. C. JAIN, Under Secy, 

sninr 

22wrar, i9Ro 

Ttlo 3 TTo 2504 . — TT: PmfaT ottPt qT TWPT gf TTT 
ft fV Wfff, 1980 ^ Jtt TK TUT TTETUT pRtfTT 

It for 2-«fhii^<. Wttt tffa fr irtfl TTn : 

>44 %TTmr, rrrr-Rir ttr r Loufr irmr, ti«4lT-3TTffT^ w, frrTT 
>44 l i TR iH Tff-T4TT7T (ttwit), afufTfV?r urFisrlwr, 
1951 tm rr^ihr urm; firriff btit xpfftfPT tt% 
tit g?rf vfr ^i4T ff wttvt ^ ; 

TT:, TT7 %, tTW ^TTT ftR' U!Er TT vf4, 

>H«Tiririr % ftpr TUTT WTTT T?ff ffTT £ sffa 

fnTHn ttttt tt ttptpt w | fr tet ttjtt^t 
^ fwr TTtf TTfrr TTKW TT STPftfTTT TfF | ; 

wn: TT, xrf^lriTT T»f HKT 1 0— T> ST-fT s IJ | if fnqf^n 

hi wit' py«,9Ki ttr "44 Tmr TTT T?f ttt % fwr nff tt 
TT Ft' 41 <UT 4if ftHTT fTflT HW (tH!T TRqq % TTfT 
mT tVt q 44 % F'fT ^Fr tn F pt ^ rfhr t4 t! 4 TTbiTitr 

fP Fig Fli.Rn T1 Ft n qiini ^ 1 

[To 33 Ufo— sff oJf 0 / 2 / 8 o( 7 )] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 22nd August, 1980 

S.O. 2504 . — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Chetan Ram, Village : Amarsar Ramjiwula, Tchsil- 
Raisinghnagar, District : Srignaganagar, P. O. Bhompura 
(Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for general election to the 
House of the People held in January, 1980. from 2-Bikaner 
constituency, has failed to lodge any account of h,‘s election 
expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidae, even after due notice 
has not ^iven any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied lhat be has no good rea- 
son or justification for the failure; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10- A of the said 
said Act, the Election Commission hcic’oy declares the said 
Shri Chelan Ram lo be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for Feins, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council ot a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. RJ-HP/2/80(7)l 

straw 

ttTo *TT *> 25 0 5.— TT., farlTT mMfa ^TTT MUPJK fa TWT 
(V Pit TRTfa, 1980 if WtT WWT M fan TfiTRW 
% frpr 2-41 *tad ' Prafau Mr it ^tn rraA 
MV TrafarTArT, m tAra % tmt, tm, ftrtfT-'EWP: (n^Ftir 

r-il+i HfdldfdTT rtTfitfdUH, 19 51 TTT TTUi -1 5Tfa TU Eblfil c P I 

tfaftra wtA Prater wjtV *r MV$ MV ffarr Ffarw titA Sr twa 

$ ; 

tfk tt, tt vmfcrrr A, tmrar t(wtt firM ttA t? MV, 
!fa «WRTT Pfr fhrrr *PTf ■TtlRT WIT TTfaMfiTW Tfa fiTTT t 
MVr Pinion xiiMhi 5W tz rrownr fa j jti A fM twM ttt ?tt 
Wit “fil'd I M far Ml { TM?T ^fTTTvrr TT -71/ ifa'-l ufa ^ ; 

wr wit, tth wfAfArr MV snrr io-t % A fAfarr 
rrnfFr titi 1 v id MV ti'S-j tAtt MV Arra M fMMV MV tun % 
tt fMMV TTstr MV Frara ttt wrr ffanw tffaij % tratr 
tiA MVt far A Tm, tt crrAw MV Trfaj A far tA MV irrTTTfa 

M fa 17 fn M^q MVfhrf «ti<dl ^ I 

[#0 THro-MVijrro/2/80( 8)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2505, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Rajendra, Taneja, Near Bus stand Suratgarh, Dist- 
rict : Sri Ganganagar (Rajasthan), a contesting candiate for 
general election to the House of the People held in January, 
1980. from 2-Bikaner constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses us required by the Represent- 
ation of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Rajendra Taneja to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-HP/2 '80(8)1 

wriw 

WTo STTo 2506. — TT, PuHd Wfiffa TT tHTTOTT |jV TT 

!) fM wr(V, 198° *f MVt ftt M fair wraraw farm 

M far 2 -MVttAt farfar A tjttt wtA ttA TfafarTT MV 

tt, tnr ttattpA, MVo tTTjrWfV, 'tmMW-ttjtitm Aptt- 
farrarr (wjiptm), far gRiPifhw wfufAww, issi ttt traMfa 
ttt<t wr fawMf tht wMfMw wrA fArWw «tMV tt MVM MV Aral 

TlPlH VtA A HTW ff ; 

MVt TT, 3Tfi nMItTH A, TEWT ^T1 M TttA Tf MV, 

xtr wweiT M IAa MVf 'firpr trw tMV fiorr t MVr 

fArVqrr ^nMrir tt tw mrnrpr w $ fM “ttM 7171 w wfisprr 

M fAtr Mtf ttVr tt rnMVfAw tVSV | ; 

um, stfAjArr 1 MV ttm i o-rr M tRtrtyr A 
WpfVT U T3TTT tJtt; MV *q^V tpt Mt M fMMV MV wr M 
qr fMMV frsg MV fTTTT w wtt (Attt q-Ft:^ M ttr ^;'V 


snA MV jAA M fAjxr trrAw Mr teAtt A AFr ^V Mf TtrtTFrpT 

M Frn FtM^t MHAa *r?Frr \ i 

[Mj w<>j 2 jao(a)] 

ORDER 

S.O. 2506, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Sahi Ram, Village : Nuharawali, P. U. Nahuiwali, 
Tehsil-Amipgarh, District-Ganganagar, (Rajasthan), a con- 
testing candidate for general election lo the House of the 
People held :in January, 1980 from 2-Bikancr constituency, 
has failed to lodge any account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation tor the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure • 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Sahi Ram to be disqualified for being chosen us, and for 
being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from lbs date of this order. 

[No. RJ-HP/2/8W9)] 

straw 

qffiraMV, 23SETT=r,, i960 

VTo STTo 25 07. — 9 5-, fAqld d tl I Mb I TTT TTIdlPt fjV TpTf 

% fM dddft, 1980 A ftr Arat rwr % fMq tmmyr fAMrirr 
% fAw 2 i-ttMV fArArd Mtr A drara drA ttA d r r M f j dr t 
MV ddrir Ara, Aura MV tt tpt, Awt % MVft, Wrr qrMV (tht- 
wra), Mrat srfAfaFtrra wfAfArq. 1951 tm d?[tAd Tdfa tit 
fAwf sht dAftrir tttA farfaT *tAV wr Mf| MV tmr zrfm 
trA A jppw tA A ; 

Mfa tt:, twj Tfafarn: A, trrw tjdrr feA ttA it M), 

W WTWTT M far Mrf TTTT TTTTT TpAVTtTDr ftn A 

tfrr fArWr wrafa tt tz warr AV wr far ttA tpt ^t 
twitt % far Mtt ttAt TTbir RrqVfqTT dff A ; 

wt: m, TTfi TFufArr MV UTT| 10-Tt M q^q-TTir A farVdT 
WfatT rr^ITt TTfi MV TTfr fat( MV ATT M fMAt MV TTT M 
TT fMMV Trsq MV faEtTT TTT XJTTT fTWT TpOTT M TTTT “^A 

zrA MVt MIA M fan ttAt MV tpAtt A Mfa tA MV 'ittttFt 
M El fArfaq Arffar T» 1-1 1 1^ I 

[A=> ’TTi>-M : roTo/ 2 i/go( to)] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1980 

S.O, 2507. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Bajrang Singh, Hemavaton Kuvns, Sojat City, Dist- 
rict ; Pali (Rajasthan) a contesting candidate for general elec- 
tion to the House of the People held in January, 1980 from 
21-Pali constituency, has failed to lodge any account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he ha s no good 
reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Bajrang Singh to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Sla*e 
for a period of three years from the date of this older. 

[No. RJ-HP/2 l/80(Jfi)] 
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AKTET TTTfT ■ fTOIflT 27, 1980|«rfm 5, 1902 


[TOT 3 ( ii ) ] 

WlRfl 

ftt° wo 25 0 8 -to, frofro mm to totota ftt 

TTITT ftT TOTT), 1980 it lju ATT TOlT % fRu APTm fAAfaA 

% fRu 21 - 41 # RpRaa #r R ^ata a# a# i j ij-atot 

IT4T, 2/482 TOR A° 20, A^IATT AIAF, TOTTO (TOTETTA), 
aRf TrfRfRfiTA TTfijfAro, 1 9 s 1 t^iRa aaiu ait from sta 
ttRIRta toR IRaTto tott to #f Rt Rro tiPia t# it totta 
#ft ; 

RF TO, ATI toRIW 1 A, TOTTO 1JAAI faR ATA TO Rf, 
W TO4TTOT % f#r TOf TOTOT WTOT TORWTO A# LETT ft 
Rt 1 frofao TO4fA TO TO TTTOJTA ftt TOT ft fR AA% OR TOT 
TOTbAAT R fRu TO/ Oot’-H TORT rihIPo^o A$f ft ; 

TOT: TO, TOK (Tfsrfim # STITT lOW % TOJTORT R fTOfTOT 
TORA TO4JTTT TOTT «R 1JATOA 1PTT # #TA R fTOfft Rt AAA 
% 4T froft TTTO # PfHR TOTT TOPE fRETTA qftq^ % TOTO ^ft 
ATft #r t)RR ft> firt TOT WiRa # AT#? R #A A>f # TOATAfR 
% f#[ fRRftA RRRa tort ft i 

[Ro EAo— # °A °/2 l/so( 1 1 )] 
ORDER 

S.O. 2508. — 'Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Moot Chand Daga, 2/482, Makan No, 20 Mahabir 
Bajar, Beawar (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for general 
election to the House of the Peopte held in January, 1980 
from 21 -Pali constituency, has failed to lodge any account of 
his election expenses ns required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Elect ion Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure , 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shi i 
Mool Chand Daga to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
I a-gislative Assembly Or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of Ibis order. 

[No. RJ-IIP/2 1/80(11!] 

WfihlT 

TO° TTfo 2509. — TO:, fddfTO TOTOfFr TO TOTSTR ?t TOT 
ft fTO AAAft, 1980 R jtt sftro AAT % f#r ATtTTTA fRrRTA 
ftl f#( 21-4T# fTOfaR #T R TOR TOR A# TO#TOn; # 
iff ei i cm, tot— froRTTf, atoRa-at#, farror at# (areata), 
#t sTfTrfRftrR TrfRfRAA, 1951 tot a^sRa tor to frorff 
BTTT TTRRtA frfR R TOlft fRrtTOT apff TO RaTT ATfRrA afR R 
TOFA Aft | ; 

Rk TO:, to; TORfTOTA R, TOTO *[AAT fftR AlR TO Rf, 
TOT TOTAHTTT R f#[ #f TORI TTTOT TOdf+RT djff fRqT vf Rfr 
Irofror tttRr to to tototr r tot | fV to% tot tr qnTO T T T 
adT'-n TORT R i al Ta 79 *R1 ^ ; 

TR: TR, TOR TTfufRTOT ^R UTTT 1 0-<P ^7 TOJTOTT R pRj-44 
TTOfR t^TKl TOR ^ RtTITR Rf TOR % -fiRtfr Rf TOR % 

TO fwt TTTO TR fmrr TOT TTTOT fdETR TfTTO) % TOR fR 
toR v/k f[tR % fRrr ^ ipl R Rr to tR y MRfc 
Li ", fRr%r qtfro tttot ^ i 

fRo TT5To-RToTTo/2l/8o( 12)] 
TTTTO R, 
Rf° rrRT, KTT tTRT' 

694 G I, '80 — 3 


ORDER 

SO. 2509. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Binja Ram, Village Singari, Tchsll-Pall, District : 
Pali, (Rajasthan) a contesting candidate for general election to 
the House of the People held in January, 1980 from 21-Pali 
constituency, has failed to lodge any account of his election 
expenses in the manner required by ibe Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure : 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shr i 
Binja Ram to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, 
a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative 
Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 
three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-HP/21/80ft2)] 
By Order, 
O. N. NAGAR, Under Sery. 

rt^ftroff 23PWT, 1980 

Too wro 2510:— wH: TrfRPrfaTO wfafaror, 1950 (1950 

TR 43 ) tR ETKT 13-T ‘4R 34UKI (l) 3TTI TORT UlfifTOT 4T 
TOftn toR gu, uror frofror wpfbr, TOnr Rk toot gRsrf 
TOT TITO fiRr % TOOTTR RtoPtR R (fr tiff O^o ’HiTRIO RtTOK 
rp; rto RopjTTOq, irtoct, titot Rk TPR fRR) tR toR; 

TOwrHfR Rrdiksr R toft ttiRtR to totot Rk ^tto 
? qrfr to t ito ttkr R ktp: ijto frofro; xrfTOTR =t> to R nrorm 
dT^frofro TTTOT ^ 1 

[Ro 154/sdy/eo] 
vnRvr R, 
Too dtTOJffTOTO, nfro 
New Delhi, the 23rd August, 1980 

SO. 2510. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission of India, in 
consultation with the Administration of the Union Territory of 
Dadra and Nagar Haveli hereby nominates Shri A. Venknta- 
ratnam, Collector, Dadra and Nagar Haveli as the Chief 
Electoral Officer for the Union Territory of Dadra and Nagar 
Haveli with effect from the date he takes over charge and 
until further orders vice Shri G. K. Bhattacharya. 

|No. 154/DNH/80] 
By Order, 

V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 

3T|Rw 

TffobTfV, 25TTOTO, 1980 

TO° TTTc 2511 :— TOT.', frotTO otRPT TO TOTtTPT (ft TOT | 
fa TpTqkf, I960 R (JR ATT' H'flT R ThR TTTfTTTOT fRtrfTO) ^T fR", 
i2-t(3tRt: fkrfTO R RjTFT 'toR ttR -dfRlTOK sfttnkffr 
'TiRIti'A', 935 / 32 , TOTO WTOT Rt, Tt^rqT, (tottotpi ) , Rkt 
SrkfdfHTO TtfRfRqq, 19 51 AUTT TOI' n ,' TOf fRaRf KRl TO- 

Tspt tt-tR fTOfro toR) tti ttC Rt 'Wr gifijA tttR R ttatot 

TO ft ; 

Rk 4T:, tot toRVtoit R, tow ^tot kR snR to: Rr, 

xrqqiATrT % fATT TO# 4TTTOT TTTOT TORkTOT kdT ft flk 
fRiRror M t R 1 IT TO TO ffTOSH Rt TOT ft ft? TOk tet tot totoaat 
R; fTO, 5-Rf TOkr toto m TTraRfror toR ft ; 

to: to, tot TffsrfRTO Rtsm khf R ptac'i R fRRfro 
qpftiT TOT 5FT TOT Rt tl4 TOT 'TFfTTTTT hR Ra^ Rt fRRf Rf TOA 
R at froR toa Rf fRiro tott toto fRtnr R tttft ^R 
toR Rk ?;’tR % fAtt ur ttttot Rf ttRu R #t to Rf totoRR 
R fRu fro%r RtfTO iron ft 1 

[Ro TOsio Rtf R°/ 12/89 ( 13)] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 25th August, 1980 

S.O. 2511. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dharam Chand Paliwal, 935/32, Laxmun Chuwk, 
Alwar Gate, Ajmer (Rajasthan) a contesting candidate for 
general election to the House of the People held in January, 
1980 ficm 12-Ajmcr constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his e'ection expenses as required by the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules made thereunder; 

enid whereas the said candidate, even after duo notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Dharam Chand Paliwal to be disqualified for being chosen rs, 
nnd for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of Ihis order. 

|No. RJ-HP/I2/80(13y| 

qr<= 2 5 12 : — qq:, Ifaqfqq xmfpr qq qxmrrq rt wr ft 
fa 1980 if JfrfatT trnT fa fapAIEfirer fqqfqq % ffafa 

1 2 -wqfax faqfqq ‘far ir qqrq q?fa ^ifa qxfajqqrx fa q'rqrq, 
qtq q qWr — ^nfagT-II THTT — fJT’T'rT’F, RTfax (xrfaqtq) 
rfpp fafarffa'r qfafqqq 1951 qqr qrafar srqifa qn fqqfaf rm 
tT'fftpT'frfa fa qqfa ffaqfqq stuff qf faqrr fafar ir wr 
fa ft : 

fax xy?T-, qfa qifajWT fa, qxqtp ffafa qtfa Tr fa, 
?q qqWTT % (far faff 'FTTW qqTT sfrffcx'q qjfa fahT ft fax 
ffaqffanr tntffa «fi qq Rxr.ttR fat w ft ffa qqfa rrm tfar Rwrrr 
fa ffafa fa ff qfafa qqxq qT RTfaffatT qftf ft ; 

qq: xw, qqq qfaffaqq faf qrxr 1 o-q % qqxrxq if fqqfqq 
xnfafa qqq fa rmpTfaffatf fa faff faf xpEffa Tf fafa 

rprq far fattpr rut qqqT ffasnq qfxqq fa qqrq ^fa -jrrfa fax m 

fa farr sqqrfaq faf it fffa TT fat ’ERTfatT fa fafa fqTfaq 

farffaq Txnr ft 1 

[fao xrsr.i fao ETo/l2/nO( 14)] 
ORDER 

S.O. 2512. — Whereas the Flection Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Gopal, Village and Post Jalin-U, Via Vijyanagar 
Ajmer (Rajasthan) a contesting candidate for general eleclion 
to the House of the People held in January, 1980 from 12- 
Ajmor constituency, has failed to lodge any account of hi* 
election expenses in the manner required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made there- 
under ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Flection Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Flection Commission, hereby declares the said Shri 
Gopal to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or I egislative Council of a State for a 
period of tbiee years from the date of this order. 

[No. R J-HP/ 1 2 /80f 14 ) | 


RTfatT 

q£ fofa, 29 WA, 1980 

tRo WR 1513 : — qq:, fqqfqq XJTfatq qT tTRTtTFT ftt qqT ft 

fa qqqfa, i98o fa jfa fafq tr<rrfa fart qrtrrRi ffatm fa fax 
7-qfai^ farr ffaqfqq sfaq fa ^qrq trfar qifar q xfa rq q ix fa 
ftqrxqq RRfa qifaf fap mi, ttprx, ffan qrqx, (nxq srfaw) 
farr qfqfqfttqt gffaw, 1 9 5 1 (FTT qqtfrq SRTfa ittr ffaqfaf jrrt 
xfafar xmfa fqqfaq sqfaj ! et farf fa farr Trffar qxfa fa ms 

xt ft; 

fax qq-, qqq fatw fa, tRPE ^=IRT fafa faj TK fa, 
5 A xnrefFTT fa ffftx faff qTT77JT XFRT fafaT ^ fan t fax 
faifar xrrafa *et nj tnrraTA ^r w ft ffa ^nfa trt Ttr wtniEPTT 
fa faF fa£ uqfa ’firtyr qr ^rrfafaq Hsjr ft ; 

Rtf: XFT, dxx{ fafaPiqq fat tJTTT 1 0-F fa xififi r u i fa ffafafat 
RTfaFT qnt fa ^ITOI W fa fatiqfa ffafa fa tfqq 

fa qr ffafa Lfjq fa ffaqpt tr*rT xrqqr ffarrq qffaq fa ttq*q ^ 

Rrfa far ftrfa fa ffaf ^tr RTfarr fa trrfa^r tt faq qfa fa ^fq^nqftt 
fa ffar ffafart qtffacT ft 1 

F 0 * 0 qo— fao 0 / 7/ a 0 ( 2)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 291h August, 1980 

S.O. 2513. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dwarka Prasad, Gandhi Chowk Ward, Sagar, District 
Sagar, (Madhya Pradesh) a contesting candidate for general 
election to the House of the People held in January, 1980 
from 7-Damoh constituency, has failed to lodge any account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Dwarka Prasad to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament nr of the 
legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MP-HP/7/80(2 )] 

sflisi 

3tTo 25 14: — qtt:, ffaqWr RTfaq 'Ft udltuq ft) qqT ft 
ffa qqqfa, 19 8 0 fa t#F H«Tr fa ffaT qTmqq- ffaqfqvr fa ffaxr 
7-qfafa fapfi wt ffaqWq ffaq fa ^/qq xrsfa qfa qxfafaqrx fa 
yqrq ffajqxt trqffaqTfa, ffajfVqT fipPR 1 , qxqr (qxq qfaq) 
faw qffaffafdrq fafaffaqq, 1951 qhT tl^faq qqpx qtr fqqjff jpj 
xfaftpr Rqfa ffaqtqq ^qfa ^q faff fa faST Tfafaq qrxfa fa qqq;sr 
xft ft 1 

far qtt:, S'tn d^falxxiX fa ; qrq’F u I ffa sfaf gr fa ; 
?xr qqqypq fa ffa faff qqtq RqqT fafaqtXR qfa ffatr ft faq 
ffaqfqq Rrfafq rj fa qqrapf fa nqr ft ffa qqfa qiq ?q stq qiHq r 
fa ffa faff qqfaq qrnq qtfqTqlhw qfaft; 

qq: m, rmr qfqffaqq faf arxr 1 o-t fa xfaqnq fa fftfaqq 
RTqfai pfaurn qqq faf sqfq ffaTfa rnffaurfa faf fafa fa 
ffafat faf qqq fa qt ffafafxpiq q/rffatnq q r flTqqrr ffatnqqffaj 
fa qqrq- >^fa qrfa faW fttfa fa ffau fa qtfaiq far qrxf^ fa qfq qfa 

faf TPrrqffa fa ffafa ffaxffaq qrffaq faqr ft 1 

[fa° qo-tfao qo^7|go(3)J 
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[ete II — qmt 3 ( ii ) ] ere ft tteest : 


ORDER 

S.O. 2514. — 'Whereas Ihe Election CQotmission is satisfied 
that Shri Shyambehari Ramsipahi, Tikuriu Mohalla, Panna 
(Madhya Pradesh) a contesting candidate for general election 
to the House of the People held in January, 1980 from. 7- 
Damoh constituency, has failed to lodge any account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Fdection Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10- A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Shyambehari Ramsipahi to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

(No. MP-HP/7/R0(3)] 


snittr 

Wfa 3TT 15 25 15 : — EE:, fqFhE EIElE FT EETETE iff EET I 
ft? EEET), i9ao if grr qtF EET FIFE ErEFE fqqfEE % 
firrr g-XFfJpr fqqfEE SlTtf if :; jETE EXE ElE TWfRTC 'iff ElE 

rttut, ete EjFrr, eeo frtrp'T, f^fTr eetf (qnrtqTE), 
EfEfqrEFE wfsrftm, t a s i eet tkeIe eetu ee fqqTff sm 

Xtfifitm 7^T ^ FEE fEEfqE *qqf FT EEtT TffepT F^E if SREET 

^ I i 

tf|r EE:, EEE TwflMK if, Wf $EEr faf E7E EE e), 
trr RfrowT Put Fit flee wn weI'eve qjff fttpr ft qfrr 
fEE^EE RrEPT FT E?[ EETmE (jt EqT t fF EEF ETE *E EEFEE 
5ft fd u Fl 3 EeIr FT r u l qT EnqUETE Elff 

EE: EE, EEE EftTfEEE Ft SHT 1 (FF F E^EFE if fqqtEE 
ETEtE rr^ffpq- eft >sff ER JtFTE (JETT FT STT^ F (FeT *ft EEE 
% ET fttEf ERE Ft fipjTE EET EEET fqEFT Efrq^ F EE*q ^ 

etE eYt F fEtf w eiFe *t?f Ertta E e!e Ft Ft FPETErftr 
F fan farfjET EtfEE feet ft i 

[Eu sffo Efo/s/ 3o( 15)] 


ORDER 

S.O. 2515. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Om Prakash Gupta, Villagc-Tapukara, Tchsil-Tijaru, 
District; Alwar (Rajasthan), a contesting candidate for 
general election to the House of the People held in January 
1980 from 8-Alwar constituency, has failed to lodge any ac- 
count of his election expenses in the manner requited by the 
Representation of the eople Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Om Prakash Gupta to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or I egislutive Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No, RJ-HP/8/80C 15)] 


fEETJR 27, T980/3TfEET 15, 1902 


3TRE 

FTo 3t’° 25 IE. — q?r, fEETEE ETETE FT EETETE pft EET ft 

% oEFRt, 1980 E |rr FtF EET F frpr EnTRE fqqfEE F 
fsp-r s-Etrqr fqFrEE WE E EEIE ETE ETA RrqTEEK «ft F'-EPE 
EEPT EET, THE E EPE‘ WET, EEEl'E REET, fw TtEEF 
(TTEEETE), EPF qfEfEfaET EfEFEqE, 1951 EEr FpStftE EEPf 
qn fEqrff jpr EdfttET Tj-fir if EEE fEEfEE-^TET ETT ^nstf qifiaET 
ETTE if XtEEtEET ^ i 

E*[T qp:, EET EPRTqqTE E, EEW ^EEr fef ETE Tr xff, tpT 
XTEE.EET fqP EE 7 ,J | EEET pfEET EEf fqq7 TtYr 
fqqlEE ETEPl EE qt| EETOTE f T EET | f*F EEF ETE ¥E WBEET 
% frpr Elf TAPE EEEE r E laFfEW ETE ; 

5TE: EE, EEE ’EfHfEEE Ft tmT 1 ll-F F WfRE ij fqEEFEE 
ETETE PEEERT EEE «ff EEEPE EETE E T ET ®E EEE F fEPff Ef 
EEE ^ Er fEPff EpSE Eff (EfiPT EET ESTET fEETE EftEE EETE 
ETE xffx- ^1E s' fspr TE etEw Ft ERIIT E EFe e 4 qE FTETEfE 
F fETT fqvfiim tffibTT qnrqT 1^ I 

[E» Etd — ETFEo /y/fi0 ( lfi)] 


ORDER 

S.O. 25J6 Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that 

Shri Kalyan Sahai Gupta, Village and Post-Thana, Tehsil- 
Rajgarh, District : Alwar (Rajasthan) a contesting candidate 
for general election to the House of the People held in January 
1980 from 8-ALWAR constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses in the manner required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Flection Commission is satisfied that he has no guod reason 
or justification for the failure : 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Flection Commission, hereby declares the said Shri 
Kalyan Sahai Gupta to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State tor a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

LNo. RJ-HP/8/80i ( , lh ) j 

etEe 

Ef fE^ET, 1 fEETSp, 1980 

<PTo 5f,o25 17 — EE:, fumEE XPETE FT EETOTE ?E qET 
f% qiEqr) 1 9 80 E J^T, EPS EE1 F firO ETSTTF fEqEqE F fErr 

i B-EqqqE fEqPFE fe e fete e?E ete eteieeit ?t) eeiee, 

ftfET EmPPE #T, Ft o EETF7 EIET ETpr, itsflh EpT, 

fum EWPJT (titpete), HtF RfEfqftRE EftlfiptE, 1951 EET 
EEutE eotp qn; fqqEt spe E’dttiE Eqq fqqbqq rqqt FT Fit 
xft rpqr ETfi9E EeF E EE EE ^ ft ; 

eV EE, EFT EoflEEFE F, EEEF rp=pq fq# ETft Tr Ffl, 
VT EEEEET F fiP 1 Ftt FITE EEET EPEtFEE E^t f’TET ^ 5l1x 
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Pnfarc eptEt tt eeium #1 wr ft far trafa tft weutiMai 

%■ faq Tl i TfiTTr ifTCI TT rJ t Tl fa -i/i ft J 

et: el to wfaffanr «ttt lofT % ettot Jr fafaEH 

TTntr'T FfiTTTrT JfJ fa W-JEST fa faH ftt fafa fa THfi $ ^TT 
farfa 7TO fa fatflfi TO ffTO fatJTfi Tffa? fttETET ^fafilfarfaT 
fail % faq ^fiT Wlfal fa TI'Otj It il ■ ! qfa fa ‘t'Mi'tftT % fam 
fa ..fan srrfafi sAdl ft I 

[fl-o rprofaWo/ts/stfa 17 )] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st September, 1980 

S.O, 2517.- — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
Shri Dagdumal S/o Shri Suraj Mai Jain, Post-Mandwar, Via : 
Barar, Tehsil-Bhim, District Udaipur (Rajasthan), a contesting 
candidate for general election to the House of the People held 
in January, 1980 from 18-Udaipur constituency, has failed to 
lodge any account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
Or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Dagdumal to be disqualified for being chosen as and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. RJ-HP/18 780(17)] 

ETfar 

fit ffafa, 5 ffiflWR, 1980 

JITo *TTo2J18 — tPT:, ffafsH qmfa TT TOUTfi fa firq £ % 
'rorfl, 1 980 if ju rifar tot % ffar nwriir ffatfvrfi % ffar 
21 -ft ffififfi-fi ifa tnpT ^ fail *4) fat to, 

ftP8T ET3T Tat tprr, fapfT far, fafaT (EW sfaTT) fart 

SrffiffifaM fatrffarE, 19 51 to JFffafi jrttt rpr ffarfa JFT 
V'tfitT’r Ert ffitNrfi ®Tfa "FT fa# fa Afirr TlftlM Ttfa if SFT7FT 
; 

fafi ifq:, ETtT fifaksK ft, TOPE ^TfiT fan Ttfa TT fit, 
W EfiWfiT ffihf fa# TfiTST STWT TTfafarTTr rffa f%3jT ft far 
fafa-PT ttTtfhT ’FT EfiTSTPT fa fittT ft fa TO# TFT W fffiT ifrllT % 

ffaffa# teW toe FTTfafro fifa ft ; 

E1T:, xw, ETE faqfa<t4 fa SETT 1 OT % r 1| if ffarfafi 

WEThr qdfaKI "TO fa fat FJTFT fa EfiE 5r fafa fa ETE % t|T 

ftfiff THtt fift finfFt tm fririrr fttrEr tPit^ % apfi- 

FfVt: ?)% %■ fan IE witw T?) firdfiT tf tffa i^f ^TTfTJffjT % 

fatf fin%r faffar $ 1 

[fitf tfo H"c«-efto¥ro ^2 l/so( 4)P 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5th September, 1980 

S.O. 2518,. — Whereas the Election Ccwnmisiion ii satisfied 
utat Shri Chhotilal Mishra Flour Mills, Ramnagar, Kohl a Road 
Supela District Durg (Madhya Pradesh), a contesting candi- 
date for general election to the House of the People held in 


[Part -II— Shc. 3 (if)] 

January, 1980 from 21 -Drug constituency, has failed to lodpe 
an account of his election expenses within the manner/within 
the time and in the manner as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951. and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure und the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Chhotelal to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MP-HP/21 /80(4)] 

ani»r 

TFc 3TTo 2519 — qq:, ffififaq WrEftfi TTT TRTTOTfi- qfiT jf fa 
TFFri), 1980 if ^ ApF fifiT % fan UTtTTOT ffaffafi % farr 
21-^tf ffiqfafiAfa fi qfiPT STYtf tffa fifatffiTt; tflr fat ■qfif 
TFT faTTT, Tfaff ift'E, Eftfar — 3%TT (fiXT T%t), WlfiT afa- 
faftpq- Itfafaw, 1951 ETT fi^afa ^Tfirr Ttr fippff jjpj 
qifa fa^faE sqfa sfW Ef Stfafri Trfa if EfiTvfi 

g; 

xfri qn:, fiW finffipppr q, rpcwr; rp«rfiT fan •jj- 
Tfi FmwfiT % far; Tti Tfimr qrqrr FTfatFrsr faqr iftv 

ffatfafi- HTHfar «H fiTTWFr ^TfiTT ft far TFT SFHfiTfiT 

r fatf Tfifar (ppcq- rqpftfaptr fijff I ; 

HfiT, 3 TSRT EfErfatFr ift 9 TTT 1 OTT % q-jjyrw E farfaq 
srRffa rfa^rm to xf) far =q^r «fa far? % farrff »fr Ftpr % 
fiT fafa) THq- ifa fatjtfi- HET W«TTT faUTfi Tfaq?' 

rrrfa qfa: irfa % fat^ ipr wrfar if) firfar T faq sfa Tit ypru fa 

% fau f Td|fi faffar tot 1 1 

[rfc JT» 5 TofaTo E' o / 2 l/ 80 ( s)] 
fao ifafo <l' jf, tttt u I t m 

order 

S.O. 2519, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Prcm Chandra, Village and Post Berla, Tehsil-Beme- 
tnra, District-Durg, (Madhya Pradesh), a contesting candidate 
for general election to the House of the People held in January, 
1980 from 21-Durg constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses within the manner/ within 
the time and in the manner as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas the said candidal®, even after due notice, has 
not given any reason or explanation for the failure and the 
Election Commission is satisfied that he ha,s no good reason 
or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Prem Chandra to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MP-HP/21 1 5)] 
By Order, 

C. L. ROSE, Under Secy, 



m, i 9 ao|wrfw<T 5 , 1902 
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ffiTfi II— »** 3 (h)] 


fufw, nrnrwftt »Wwrsr 

( fttfa itni ffann) 

<pw 


la the iaid notificfttipB.-after serial number 37 and the entry 
relating thereto, the following serial number and entry shall 
be inserted, namely : — 


fif fa*#, 3 faff**, 19 30 

tirrostra 2520 — farffa ffanr, 1956 fcffapr e $ 
ir bot trrftmf) jrcr h? fa 'srraV $fa fa7TfiTfiETBfifiT?r, 
t[*fa%7 fatfi fa% faf IKfafal, falfatTfi ^ W filftWWt fa 
ggetfafifi «frhm 4 % afar on w fim % fan fant 
fa fat fiirfafar if ®rptrrw trfa %■ fn* firafa % wq a fmjifi 
fau i "m i u i 

2, fiW sfiflfi fa Rtfa) % 5?fi fi fifijffa <TT fafa fa Wtr 
nr *rtwi tpr faprr % aimflfi n fang fat * fam fafafi ¥7 7 
ifa qnr farnsnu i 

[fa 5( S6)/80 ? 7T°] 
rnto rug, trenr arfsrinfa 

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Department of Legal Attain) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 3rd September, 1980 

S.O. 2520. — Notice is hereby given by the Competent Au- 
thority in pursuance of rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 that 
application has been made to the said authority, under rule 4 
of the said Rules, by Shri Janaklal Aggarwal, Advocate 7, 
Balenville Road, Darjeeling, West Bengal 1 , for appointment as 
a Notary to practise in Darjeeling. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person a* 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen day! of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. 5(56)/80-Judl.] 

S, GOOPTU, Competent Authority. 

7 $ ffafa, 22 fwarr, in so 

TTo WT° 25 21 : — fafafi fiWri\ fiTfifi far fatfa mrrfiSfi 

faffarfi, 1959 % faffanr 20 % irif (nr) % iPjtRW 5 r, rrrrfi 
trort % ’jfi’jt irffafi far qfafi farmr (imtfa faftr iptira-t 
famt) sffh wffajfifit fa *FT<> tn« 21 is, tnffa r 19 fa s gr - 1 . 

1959 ffafifafafi faffafi Ttfa £, Irfan, 

fififi fafajffifit if, HOT fa 37 fay qfaf fififsTfi Stfaffa % 

fififiTfi, fa+^faRin stoT fa far: afaffa far; T«rrpTfT it) nrfaf), 

nfafi : — 

"38 ’RTriftfi STTmff fittlTT fit ffafa k fab fiffififi 

sttt rfatfan vrnfafi tw srrmiw fatal (12 rt) 1" 

[77* fa 2/ 1 7/80tf)o tOTe 5] 
fa ur-o rm?3R, gr-fifafi 

New Delhi, the 22nd September, 1980 

S.O. 2521 , —In pursuance of clause IB) of regulation 20 of 
the Cost and Works Accountants Regulations, 1959, the Centra) 
Government hereby makes the following amendment in the 
notification of the Government of India, in the late Ministry 
of Commerce and Industry (Department of Company Law 
Administration) No, S.R.O. 2118 dated th* 19th September, 
1959, namely :— 


“38. Indian School Certificate Examination (12 years) 
conducted by the Council for the Indian School Certi- 
ficate Examinations, New Delhi.” 

[File No, 2/I7/80-C.L. 5J 
K.N. RAMCHANDRAN, Dy. Secy. 

nil 

(stmt it uffafamT itt ntfawr ) 

at fafat, 10 fertrr, i960 

UTo in* 2522- — appr»HT fafiffififi 1948, ( 1948 17 37) 
iff OUT 4 fa TOtt (t) % SHT fifirfi fafafa TT tfiffir mfa 
gn, fasta Twt trinrm <t fatilirr thr sumpt ^ ^wr 

H faq %° hi ft |tt 1981 Ip) IRVPJTRT % fan llrfCttRI 947 

[fio it/98/79-snno-t] 
fao mpHPT, HTOt ^ BSlt 7tlTt 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
(Office of the Registrar General, India) 

New Delhi, the 10th September, 1980 

S.O. 2522. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 4 of the Census Act, 1948 (No. 37 of 
1948), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri B. K. 
Singh, Chief Secretary to the A & N Islands Administration, 
ax ex-officio Director of Census Operrtions. A & N Islands 
for the 1981 Census. 

[No. 11/98/79-Ad.Ij 
P. PADMANABHA, Registrar General. India 

fam RWHTV 

(DWWfVWHT) 

fit fawft, 9 3Jfi, 1980 

Wtfi-ItT 

ifiostio 2523 — fafarom it) TTfirn) % fa$ 
fafiT 4, Hi ^ fa fal^o UTfaifiTf, iBtfa, fifafi, ffiirtfi iftr 
ufathfa) fafiPT, fit fa^ft ^ farfifafafi firiTT ifi STTfi-ltr fafifi, 
1962 % fafifi 6(iv) % trrfi tftfi, tttfi-in: pfafarif, 1961 
ifi OUT 35 T) fiTOKT ( l) % err (ii) % spjfafit fr fafi- 
5P7 aiFfinr .fit 0 ^^ fawmfi) tr mct Jr ‘fam’ an) it rrafa 
ffafifafafi ?m) Tr fan RBfa : — 

(i) air fa favfi m srpif) fafa (mnffk 71^)7 wffa) 

fifat afaffap fit ufifiqifi xfrt 

iftfifa fi fnt) faitTfi fa fa tsnfaF njfarrfi 

^ fa? smr TTfafif ifi %rrr rpm w ?) tfarT 1 

(ii) fi? fa fiift fafa arfiiT la % fafi %M tirrffa 
tr^trQTfi fapf( fafinmri ti nffiii frimi) afai^ ii) 
fiffi fir) 30 tltfi fifit fa) WTt flr app firrilT fa w 

sfafafi tr fcfa fafapfafi fair itfa far fa) gfafi fa^ 
nrfa 1 

fan 

falfi fiffi fitfa faffi (rififa Ttnjfa rjr^t I 

AW, pfaffifir 21-6-79 tr 20-6-1982 fiH fa fafi fit fa 
fififj % fafa SriTlfa $ I 

[fa 34«5(iy*fa 2»3/lll/7Mfft*fa»<I*-II)] 

fafa. Kfa, ffiSHY 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 


Naw Delhi, tht 16th July, 1980 


(Dcpurtmept of Rereiwe) 

New Delhi, the 9th June, 1980 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2523. — it is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below ha* been approved by 
the Secretaiy, the Department of Science and Technology, 
New Delhi, the prescribed authority for the purposes ol 
clause (ii) of sub-section f 1) of Section 35 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 read with Rule 6(,iv) of the Income-tax Rules, 
1962 under the category ‘Association’ in the area of other 
natural or applied science, subject to the following condi- 
tions : — 

(i) that the World Wildlife Fund (Indian National Appeal) 

Bombay will maintain a separate account of the »um» 
received by it for scientific research in the field of 
natural or applied science* (other than agricultuie/ 
animal husbandry /fisheries and medicines), 

(ii) That the said Fund will furnish the annual return of 

its Scientific Research Activities to the prescribed 
authority for every financial year in such form* u 
may be laid down and intimated to them for this 
purpose, by 30th April, each year, 


INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2525.— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“St, Francis Xavier Mission, Dudhni” for the purpose of the 
said section for the assessment years 1978-79, 1979-80 and 
1980-81. 

[No. 3593 (F. No. 197/4/79-IT(AI)J 
B. M. Singh, Under Secy. 

# ft#), 7-sprrf, 19R0 

FTU-W 

4n=3no2J26 — ■ftt jfii, fr-vt FfiTfvqrr, 
1961 ( 1961 VJ 43 AV UFCT llil^TTOUT ( l) gTO 
#wff VT SpfR V# grr mR-PUR Ft tmfit wfh^RT 

F° 679 (VF* Ro 1 S 7/2/74 FT° Vo (tr I ) RTfir 20 ^Flf, 
1974 TT FFTtR «FTR7 | I 

2. SIR# 13 vV 1341 FIR ( l), (2) tflT (3) 

% fkRH srfafenf wr vr fkRfarfiFr g f q fe q f 


msrrrunoN 

THE WORLD WILDLIFE FUND (INDIAN NATIONAL 
APPEAL) BOMBAY. 

This notification is effective for a period of three years from 
21-6-79 to 20-6-1982. 

INo. 3465 /F, No. 203/111/79-lTA.H] 
J. P. SHARMA, Director, 

trfftw), 1 tsprrt mo 

fr-vx 

VI O SJT 0 2524— %n?R imppr, FR-VT FftrfRFT, 1961 

( 1961 ^’ 43 ) O hKr 10 iff 3 WF (2 34 ) (v) 

jm jra erfvnfr vr srr v# grr, "ij* ifrfav TEmpr, 

VT frafvnr Vt 1979-80Fk 1980-81 ferrrjipr StKT % 
5RUR# FftrgftR t I 

[fro 3508 (vroffo 197/l s/sO-WToffo )t[o I] 

New Delhi, the 1st July, 1980 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2524. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Guru Gobind Singh Foundation, Chandigarh ’ for the purpose 
of the said section for the assessment years 1979-80 and 
1980-81. 

[No. 3508 (F, No. 197/13/80-IT(AI)J 

# the#, i6^rrf, i960 

FRAR 


XTtpfr, Wfa : — 

«TWf RRFR FfjRTK-tSF 

fffr 

13 . v## aptvfhr j. frfwaar, ffrmffFr 

2 . fr-vt ufvtr, 

3 . #fwrr jffvx, ffrm<pr»T 

4. ftyhr irrsnjffFr 

5 . f?r 

6 . *tR-VL fftt 

ftfiwr, tFttnjwT 

7 . fr-vx F e prift 

8 - FR-VT frfVF, tnwff 
9 . WR-VT rrf%T-I, VRtfrff Z 
1 0 . FR-VT flfVTT-II 

1 1 . fr-vt rrfw, vrrIt 

1 2 . fr-vx rrfrrr, vmpfR 

1 3 . fr-vx rrf%tr, rffit 

13 V. fipfciF ftrtvjnr 1 . wfupt rriw, fa^jnr 

2 . itor trfW, farVOT 

3 . fr-vx utem 

4 . fr-vt wfvA fawm 

5 . fr-vx rrfvsr, #ufR 

e. fr-vx rrfcr, FkRft 

7 . fr-vx fsrjx 

8 . FR-VX Fk flW-SJXV 

dRiti, ftprx 1 

9 ? Fftl^W 14 - 7-1980 ft Jmpft sjFrf I 

[VR F° 187 / 41 / 79 -FT Vo (tfo 1 )] 


Vto Flo 25 25. — fRVR, FI’T-VT wf‘Jhr-7», 1961 

(1961 VT 43 ) Vt ttRT 10 Vf OTdT 7 T ( 23 b) V ) 9 1 >T (v) 

jtct sto vt srtrtv gn, ‘%ss- iS'fvrr affirTr ffr v H, 

1978-79, 1979-80 Fk 1980-81 % fsftt 

T4F FFT % SRWVPJ VTfff | | 

Fo 3593 (4)t» F« 197/4/79-Fo V»(Tl)] 
4(0 <FT. F4T #44 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 7th July, J980 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O.2526. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scction 
(i) of section 12! of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the following 
amendments to the Schedule appended to its Notification No, 
679 [F, No, 187/2/74-IT(AI) dated 20th July, 1974 as amended 
from time to time. 
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STRAW TraPW.ftplWT 27j, 198»/nfw 5 1992 

— — . . ^ — - — j^snamg n — ew i 


2. Existing entries under column (1), (2) and (3) against 
SI, No. 13 and 13A shall be substituted by the following entries; - 


Commissioner Headquarters Jurisdiction 
of Income-tax 


“13. Cochin Cochin. 1. Companies Circle, 

Ernakulam 

2. Income-tax Circle, 
Ernakulam 

3. Survey Circle, 

Ernakulam 

4. Special Circle, 

Ernakulam 

5. Salary Circle, 

Ernakulam 

6. Incomc-tax-cum 

Estate Duty Circle, 

Ernakulam 

7. Income-tax Circle, 
Mattancherry. 

8. I.T. Circle, Alwaye, 

0. Tncome-tax Circle l 

Calicut 

10. Income-tax Circle, 

II, Calicut 

11. Tncome-tax Circle, 
Cannanore. 

12. Income-tax Circle, 
Kasarg ode. 

13. Income-tax Circle, 
Palghat. 

13A, Trivandrum Trivandrum I. Income-tax Circle, 

Trivandrum 

2. Salary Circle, 

Trivandrum 

3. Income-tax Circle, 
Kottayam 

4. Income-tax Circle, 
T..nuvalla 

5. Income-tax Circle, 
Quilon 

6. Income-tax Ci cb, 
Allcppey 

7. Income-tax Circle, 
Trichur 

8. Jncotne-tax-cum- 
F.statc Duty Circle, 
Trichur.” 


This notification shall take effect from 14-7-1980. 

[No. 3532/E. No. 187/41/79-IT (Al)| 

Wo 2527-— TNlT SETW 4R frt, WTT 7 xrfafw 1 !, 

ttibi (ttifii w . 13 ) fr urn 121 fr Tram ( 1 ) jttt tm 
Ttfrfrf WSRriTWJt jn TTTOTOT T r q-rrrrmtftpT rmt xrfb^TOT 
fr 67 9, mfritr 20 - 7-74 w faerfriftR frmw 

II fr 7 14 T ^ 4TTO 9R 1, 2 tik 3 Hr 
ffrlWiT srfTfrnfl T «TTT TT fTtaftTfaEr riTT TPETr : — • 

witwt uratr Ewm trftpttrfyrrr 

"11 4WJ 7 WTJ 7 1 WW xfR STTWt; 

rrhCT, W-TT 7 

2 TNnt ?riV.m , W44<, 


1 


3 


II Tpm WTOT 

(arrft) 


l44t tRTfRPf KTNTTTC 


3 4TO TOTJ 7 

4 *Tfwr-I, ww/c 
s eFwt-II, wtptjr 

6 SrfWT-III, TETi 7 

7 rr?t5h>I JtfWT, ITTy: 

8 TTTT 

1 I^TT^nTTT 

2 AWTrtJvTwV 7 WW 7 . frfTTt, 
TWTSTWT 

3 

4 

5 

c mwjr 

7 

3 tfftfT 

a rrpftlpT 

10 mwi? 

1 1 wfirn 

1 2 tprfw 

13 4Tprm# 

14 fhnrfy: 

1 5 'sfWjA 
lfi TRtgr' 

1 7 5Eim? 

i8 to nr«r xtstt 

is infWr” 


JTW KtfWJTOf 1-8-19R0 ?T tHTT^l ItTfV I 

[fr 3 5 3 l/TTTo ETo 187/10/80 Wft>?Vo (ni)] 
afro rpTo WTT tfNr 
frftit swot 43 ; 4ti 


INCOME TAX 

S.O.2527. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(1) of Section 121 of the l.T, Act, 1961 (43of 1961), the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the' following amendments 
to its Notification No. 679 dated 20-7-74, as amended from time 
to time, 


The existing entries under col. 1, 2 and 3 against SI. No. 
11 and 14A shall be substituted by the following 

Commissioner 

Headquarters 

Jurisdiction 

of Income Tax 



1 

2 

3 

1 1 Kanpur 

Kanpur 

1. ED-cum-I.T. Circle, 


Kanpur 

2. Company Circles, 


Kanpur. 

3. Salary' Circles, 

Kanpur. 

4. Circle-I, Kanpur. 

5. Circle-H, Kanpur. 

6. Circle-IH, Kanpur. 

7. Survey Circle, 

Kanpur. 

8. Banda. 
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Allahabad 1. Allahabad. 

2. ED-eum-I,T. Circle, 
Allahabad, 

3. S.dlanpur. 


4. Xjrq-47 rri%rT, fV’TT'TT 

5. 474-373! qf%3r, 4*1714 
6 WPT-ipT 3Tf%7, W^PT) 


4. Fuizabad. 

5. Fatehpur. 

6. Gorakhpur 

7. Basti. 


4* srFH^qxr 1 4-7-1 980 *r snriAt fhft i 

[3f° 3541/440 3io 1 87/41/78-Wfo 470 (pr l)] 


8, Gonda. 


sffo rrrTo fa?, 447 *rfafq 


9, Bahraich. 

10, Azamgarh 

11. Ballia. 


New Delhi, the 10rh July, 1980 
INCOME TAX 


12. Deoria. 

13. Varanasi, 

14. Mirzapur. 

15. Jaunpur. 

16. Ghazipur. 

17. Partapgarh. 

18. Mau Nath Bhanjan.' 

19. Badholi, 


S.O.2528. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(1) of section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) the 
Central Board of Direct Taxes in supersession of its notification 
No, 3532 dated 7-7-80 hereby makes the following amendments 
to the Schedule appended to its Notification No. 679/F, No, 
187/2/74-IT (AI) dated 20th July, 1974 as amended from time 
to time. 

The existing entries under column (1), (2) and (3) against 
SI. No. 13 and I3A shall be substituted by the following entries 


This notification shad take effect from 1-8-1980. 

[No. 3531 (F. No. 187/10/80-IT (Al)] 
10 3rHT$ 1980 

( ) 

4Tto WTo 2528- — 5C4ST 47 ifti, 3TT4-47 sffaffapT, 
19 0 1 (1961 <PT 43) "ft HIT 121 47t TTETRl (l)sraJPT'r 
wfwff 44 qtfrq 47 ft 54 tflr wit wFEpjqqr 7 ° 3532 arEi 
7 - 2-80 qrt wfaqfa 47 * f q w aw it wti'tftfhfr sp# 
WffajW 310 679 (<?iTo 33o 1 8 7 / 2 / 7 4-WT 0 «T7o (ui) mTfW 

20X3nf, 19 74 31 TTRW 4H*c«(t 44 ffaqfafapT tlVfaiq «fT3TT t I 
■474 70 13 *ftT 1 341 % 3H*t% 3*f*t 3 «P dt% fatThTh ufaferff 

% 3414 qr l o m fa far srfafiz4r T^rf Tinfaft:— 

014-47 4ir^t7 ^44774 wffaPR <ifa 


1 


2 


3 


13. 4tHH 


47t4t4 


1 MifWfeq 


1. 4744t 3fF477, tfTTffTq 

2. WT4-47 qftsr, PT40f4T4 

3 . qqVi ETTPpx 

4. Fm qfw, 0.7415319 

5. 444 nf% 3 i, 4741574 

fi. WT447 4fk 4*447 4(347 

qfafr, 4347544 

7. £774-47 qf474, 4544ft 

8. W74-47 3lf%T, £744(7 

9. 474-47 qf%3T I, *7737747 

10. 4114-47 qf%4-II, 447T47 

11. £774-47 qf%4, 41*41 Hi 3 

1 2. £774 47 3rf%7, 44371411 
1 3. £774-37 371*74, WtTJ 
1 4. M 14-47 4[?3l , fa '7 

15. 474-47 Site 37447 *[fa7 
ql%4, PT4T 

1 . WT4-47 3rf%3T, fatf*!!* 

2. 444 3lfcr, faS'-m 

3. £174-47 4715T44 


Commissioner of Headquarters Jurisdiction 
Income-tax 


13. Cochin Cochin 1. Companies Circle, 

Ernakulam 

2. Income-tax Circle, 
Ernakulam 

3. Survey Circle, 

Ernakulam 

4. Special Circle, 

Ernukulam 

5. Salary Circle, 

Ernakulam 

6. Income-tax-cum- 

Estate Duty Circle, 

Ernakulam 

7. Income-tax Circle, 

Mattancherry. 

8. l.T. Circle, Ahvaye. 

9. Income-tax Circle-1, 



Calicut. 


10. 

Income-tax 
11, Calicut, 

Circle- 

11. 

1 ncomc-tax 
Cannanore 

Circle, 

12. 

Income-tax 

Kasargode. 

Circle, 

13. 

Income-tax 

Palghat, 

Circle, 

14. 

Tncome-tax 

Trichur. 

Circle, 


15. Jncome-tax-cum- 
Estate Duty Circle, 
Trichur. 


] 1 a Trivandrum Trivandrum l- Income-tax Circle, 

Trivandrum, 

2. Salary Circle, 

Trivandrum 

3. Income-tax Circle, 
Kottayam. 



3333 


pmr ii — jju? 3f ii3 tt r nr , ra : 27 , toso/faiTT 5,1902 


1 2 3 

4. Income-tax Circle, 
Thiruvnlla 

5. Income-lax Circle, 
Quilon. 

6. Income-tax Circle, 
AJleppey, 

This notification shall take effect from J 4-7-1980. 

[No. 3541 (K No. 187/41/79-IT (Al)] 
B. M. SINGH U.tdsr Secy. 

fffffafa, 2 XT *1*4, 19 80 

SfWR 

tho an<j 2529-xrmrt irfsrfftnr, i96i (i*> 6 i 44 13 ) 

fa 8PT 2 % far ( 44 ) % "3WT ( 3 ) 44 4FpR">l 

5ff ^TRT 4TRT tR97R ifr mr^r ftRTFT "ft 1 1 
1977 fa faftj/FIT WT 18 69 (TTtifff 404/l 58/77- 
*TTo4To?Te4ro) 44 fatlfaFT 444 grr, faft^ WP, rn^SPI 
faq/Rffffo umnft 44, 44 fafaq-rrmr % tmoPsH ufa/fat £, 
faftwr % ?Ffffar 44 ; Ttpft fafamfr 44 wffaft i4 

44 ft 4i fat snftrsrff 444 ! 4 1 

2- W. XrfETlJffffT fa rnromro dTift £Rr 414 Tfffa wftPPtft 
$ 4ii 44t-<rn: tnrt qrfa 44 4Tftrr 4 ttpt gift 1 

[TOT 3614(440410 3 9 a/ 24/80-1TTo5[Torro4To )] 

New Delhi, the 2nd August, 1980 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2529. — In pursuance of sub-clause (iii) of clause (44) 
of section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), and 
in supersession of Notification of the Government of India 
in the Department of Revenue No. 1869 (F. No. 404/158/ 
77-1TCC) dt. 11-7-1977 the Central Government hereby autho- 
rises Shri M. N, lalali, being a gazetted officer of the Central 
Government, to exorcise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer 
under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect fiom 
the date Shri M. N. lalali takes over charge as Tax. Recovery 
Officer. 

[No, 3614 (F. No. 398/24 /80-ITCC)] 

WW4R 

4To StTo 2 5 3 0-XTT4 4 T. srftt fit 4 4 , 1961 (l9Gl 9* 43) fa 
44 ETFT 2 ^ ( 44 ) % 7W! ( 3 ) 44 4FRRVI 4rfa |tr 

n*n Vll'H todiR % Tf/TT 1 ffanu 44 5 < , 19 78 44 

xrfagm ftsir 2536 (irr°ffo 404/1 58/77-FT°47°ff°47°) 44 
wftfaxpr qrft grr, faftir UT4.K fa fiTsr WZ "ft, 

7ft fatfffi tK4>K % ThT#T ttftmft £, 39* 'aftlfitUU sf7 ZFfffa 
4TT "Pjfa faftklfa 44 fafaft 47T SFffa 4rfa tr fa4 STtlW* 
f +, j h I ^ 1 

2. 9/ trftpf44T fa fftl W TRT 4R sffjfa ftstfafa % TT 

4>f a, 1 4 -UT 2 * * * * 7 tf/vt 47451 44 d|4pa 4 TTPT /Fft I 

[tfWT 3616(4Tlfa° 398/24/80-5tTo4To4To4To)] 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2530. — In pursuance of sub-clause (Iii) of clause (44) 

of section 2 of tho Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and 

in supersession of Notification of the Government of India in 
694 GI/80 — 4 


the Depaitmcnt of Revenue 2536 (F. No. 404/158/77-TTCC) 
dated 5-10-1978 the Ceut 1 . 1 l Government heicby author ires 
Shri Suresh Chandcr being a gazetted Officer of the Central 
Government, to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer 
under the said Act, 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date Shri Suresh Chandra takes over chatge as Tax 
Recovery Officer, 

[No. 3616 (F. No. 398/24/80-ITCC)] 

stlttqR 

<PT 0 STT° 2331 — XTFT47T ftfffftFT, 1 96 1 ( 1 9 6 1 4* 4 3 ) 44 

fiRT 2 4t ( 44 ) % RTtfa ( 3 ) T 7 T «F[TTTiTr 45T4 fafar 

7R97R, TT^tfpT "ft MpNI'JU’lITT fa, fa fafa**RT7R % TWrlfaT 

Tlfu/TRT 34* ftfffftFT 4l CpfaffT 4vt 4Tjfa faffinfa 44 
fafaqf 4T T4FT 4rfa $ f*4 JTTfsrT* TTrft it I 

2. tnt fa '4 frl J -d M t^T iJTTl 47T Tfffa klftmfa % 

TT 47T 9T 1 ft-VTR tT/* X, <4 fa Tift* 4 'TPJ /4ft I 

[ffW 3618(Tr.'4o 39S/2f/80-4n'e4TotTo47o)] 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2531.— In pursuance of sub-clause (iii) of c'ause (44) 
of Section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Government hereby authorises Shri Putirakhan I-al 
being a gazeted officer of he Central Government, to exercise 
lhe powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date Shri Putirakhan I.al takes over charge as Tax Recovery 
Officer. 

[No, 3618 (F. No, 398/24/80-ITCC)] 

leeft, 1 9 4olFd, 19 8 0 
atnt4!< 

4fio WT0 2532— 1 4TPT4A fafafttF, 1961 ( 1961 4* 43) fa 

srrn 2 % ( 44 ) fa 73 ^- 73 ^ ( 3 ) qn v, ^ 9 /.or qrfa jff 

PPTT 7TTFT JTTT7IX % TFSTIT ffatT»T fa f<di+ 5 'FFlfa, 1980 fa 
fafajTTTT 3172 (TT<fa° 3dHj 3j ) 

47T fafafaff 4rfa 'Fjffa ff'FlST’T fa "TFT fa, 

fa iffak UT4TR ^ rnrftfar faftrrft ott fatrfftr* % sRrfar 
ttt. wft fatoin4 fa fafafa tt /far 4n:4 T f44 ffiftiw 
/rrfa f, I 

2. // fafajrm fa tTFT fall KRT TT T^fa faimft ^ 9* 
"ft 4W-«nr t/w qrfa fa fftfw 4 ^ faft i 

[*o 3H23(TTcFf‘’ 3 9 8/3/80-m°47oH°4T° )] 

New Delhi, the 19th August, 1980 

INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 2532. — In pursuance of sub-clause (iii) of clause (44) 
of section 2 of the Incomc-iux Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), and 
in supersession of Notification of the Government of India 
in the Department of Revenue No. 3172 (F No, 398/3/80- 
1TCC) dated 5-2-80, the Central Government hereby autho- 
rise} Shri Lai Singh being a gazetted Officer of the Central 
Government, to exercise the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer 
under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force^ with effect from 
the dato Shri Lai Singh takes over charge 'as Tax Recovery 
Officer. 

[No. 3623 (F. No. 398/3/80-TTCC)] 

WM4A 

SKToWto 2 5 3 3-STi FTT fafafttF, 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 TT 43) fa 

rrpr 2 % tSTX ( 44 ) % ( 3 ) TT Ttfa 5 *, 

fafatl TK9TTT, UddlKT fa ft° fa° ftTW fa, fa W1<1 -t'-TR 
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% wftj^rrrt ft, 444 xrfufTFFi % srwpftr xrr T'fft 

wftPER) ft) UlfftTlf •FT 44(4 4774 ft fftft SnftJW 4774) ft I 

2. 45 4ftP£44T 'ft ftoftc, fJTUT Jfrr iff?; 447 ft 4ftJ4.lft 

^ w w 4 tp)-4p dot 4^ft ft) frrftir 4 irnj ftPfr i 

['Pm 3625(47T°4‘> 398/3/80-4To17°4o47° )] 
INCOME-TAX 

5.0. 2533. — In pursuance of sub-clause (iii) of clause (44) 
of Section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 19(51 (43 of I960, the 
Central Government hereby authorises Shri V. B. Singhal 
being a gazetted officer of (he Central Government, to exercise 
the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the said Act, 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect from 
the date Shri V. B. Singhal takes over charge as Tax Rccovety 
Officer. 

[No. 3625 (F. No. 398/3/80-ITCC)] 

4^7 Ptrtft, 2 2 SFFT, 1 9 8 0 
3114477 

<ptowo 2*34-— snwr wftrfftqrr, 1961 ( 1 96 1 »pt 43 ) »fft 
OT7T 2 % sfs ( 44 ) % ( 3 ) TT 444771 477 ft JR, 

4 x 4717 rtstrt 'ft rrm fas ft), 5ft ftftfa uthtit ft 

THafqu xrftPFTT) ft, tlftlfftPT ft Xfwpfa 47T xrffatTTT) 

•f) wffafa) frr sfafa 477ft ft faft srrfwTt nrfa) ft 1 

2. 4J StftFJTTT 'ft 4T4 far 5Rf 477 4fjfa *rftJ47T7) ft 
44 sfrr 4Tft-4T7 tnw 477ft ft) rrnfpj ft 4 tr; jfa) 1 

[ftWT 362 8(97rofto 398/l6/80-5rT°47o4o47o)] 

New Delhi, the 22nd August, 1980 
INCOME-TAX 

5.0, 2534. — In pursuance of sub-clause (Hi) of clause (44) 
of Section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1)61 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Government hereby authorises Shri Lahh Singh being 
a gazetted officer of the Cntral Government, to exercise 
the powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect from 
tho date Shri Labh Singh takes over charge as Tax Recovery 
Officer. 

[No. 3628 (F. No, 398/1G/80-ITCC)] 

WT44I7 

WtTo3Tto 2535- — 4T4477 tTfafftw, 1961 ( 1961 471 43) 4?) 
WRT 2 ft Tavr (44) ft ^TJfvir (3 ) tt ^ jrr, 

ftwhl 4747TT , R143I 1 1 4T«i 'i < m 1 x % fftTT Rtf 144 ( 64M1 fif 4 T 4 ) 
ft) fftft47 30 ^4, 1 979 4ft srfbu-mi tpJUT 2920 [tfRofto 

40 4/l 3 3/ (47o4 oXTo-'ilegiu {) 1 7 9-417 47 04 0410 ) ft fftr-lfafftri 
WlfttR 477ft) ft, 44)^ 444 4ffaj44T if "'4) 4T7ofto iptf, 
■sft R4o ft)o 444T4 44T ft) R4oRfao ftjrr” ^ 

ft T4T4 IT ’4) 4TT°fto 44T 'iff iRToftfa 4-M414” 14T4 

4)7 447 srRfT«rrPPT fftft mffir i 

[rfwr 3630(47Tofto 398/ie/80-4T°47o4o47o)] 
R4o ^4737147), 44-4f4PT 


(ft)4T jnrm) 

30 4474, 1980 

44 o 4to 25 3 6. — ft<)4 477*17 ftfafi afTHT fa44 ttfafftUO 1956 
( 1956 44 3l) EtTTT 4 ft IT7T 447T xrfftpi) 44 SEfPT 
477ft JR Rd^SKI fftfair Sft) ft fft 4^ft) 1980 & 4TTOfl4 

4rripr ^rifT fim % rdMhhn treriT ftfff : — 

1 . tf) 4toxrfTo 'iftxff, ’Hl'rfiq 'jfiqu 4 )hi [444, S- --~l ( -l 

4T4P44, 

2. '-ft OoRHo ijm, fdftww, tmtfth 4ft44 ftht <444, 

%?S)4 4,14)44, 

3. Jo J44 44T funoi, 447 aht ("Om ) XflftPli Vfl^ 
fT4T4, blTi +1^1014, 4^ fteri) 

4. >ft WRoftto TOIM, 4WTefT, 4Rlft4 ttlffm 

[444, R^fffttr ftferr, tHr ite, 

5. 'ft WRoft" fiFppnt, WS45T R4R M4»4 f-t4 ?IT, tf«ft$47T 
»q«H*)e 447 vu'n ^f*4T, 

0. — 16 f744 

tfk ?ft ftowto tftvft "ft f444 47T WS4W ftfJW 47T?ft ft I 

[tTToffo 124(4) sfY 4T- 4/80] 
444 1JPTT, PftxtT (ft4l) 

(Insurance Dlvskm) 

New Delhi, the 30th August, 1980 

S.O. 2536. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
Section 4 of the Life Insurance Corporation Act, 1956, (31 
of 1956), the Central Government hereby directs that with 
effect from the 1st September, 1980, the Life Insurance Cor- 
poration of India shall consist of the following members : — 

1. Shri J. R. Joshi, Chairman, Life Insurance Corporation 

of India, Central Office, Bombay. 

2. Shri A. S. Gupta, Managing Director, Life Insurance 

Corporation of India, Central Office, Bombay. 

3. Km. Kusum Lata Mital, Additional Secretary (Insu- 

rance) Department of Economic Affairs, Ministry of 
Finance, New Delhi. 

4. Shri R. K. Daruwalla, Chairman, General Insurance 

Corporation of Tndia, Industrial Assurance Building, 
Churchgate, Bombay. 

5. Shri R. K. Talwar, Chairman-cum-Managing Director, 

Industrial Development Bank of India, Bombay. 

6 . 16 Vacant. 

and appoints Shri J. R. Joshi as Chairman of the Corporation. 

[F. No. 124(4)lns. IV/80] 
M. G. GUPTA, Director (Insurance) 


INCOME-TAX 


(WlftlT fw44l) 


S.O. 2535.— In pursuance of sub-clause (iii) of clause (44' 
of Section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) tb 
Central Government hereby makes the following amendmen 
in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministr 
of Finance (Department of Revenue) No, 2920 TF No 404' 
133 (TRO-Patiala)/79-ITCC] dated 30-6-79; namely in th< 
said Notification for the words and letters “S/Shri R K 
Sharmn^ L. D, Aggarwal and S. S. Mehra" the words anc 
letters S/Shri R. K. Sharma, and I,. D, AggatwnI” shall bi 

substituted. 


[No. 3630 (F. No. 398/16 /80-1TCC)] 
H. VENKATARAMAN, Dy. Secy. 


4f fetft, 4f4?n47, 1980 

ftfxi‘1 JT4T4 

JIRWTo 2337— 4174)4 TW 447 Xtftjf444 1955 ( 1955) 
X4 23) ftl ETT7T 19 ft) 44HTA (l) ft (¥) ft) 4FTT 

ft 444R ft4ft4 47R7T7 R4^5T7t Dm 44144 nftw 57lft fftwr 
(ftfft4 44T4) ft <347 4fft4 »ft XTRofto ft)fT ft) 'ft R4o 
ftorpTo 5jftuTT ft 7414 47 4T4ft4 ft ft <14 47*4 

(ftft) 4 frtft4T4. 4Tf44 57ft ft I 

[witRiEo 9/ l/80-ft)o»f)o - 1 ( 1 )] 



